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A BRIEF ACCOUNT OF THE AMERICAN BAR 
ASSOCIATION MEETING IN LONDON 


By O. B. E1pson, President 
The Bar Association of the State of Kansas 


The pilgrimage of members of the American Bar Association to London for 
the concluding portion of their 80th annual meeting in July of 1957, was a 
most memorable experience for those who were privileged to attend. Our 
British hosts went all out to provide entertainment. On arrival at headquarters 
in the Savoy Hotel, those of the American lawyers who had registered in ad- 
vance, (as the great majority had) were each handed a large envelope which 
contained a thick red booklet containing the full program for the entire meet- 
ing. In each envelope were the tickets and special invitations for each particular 
lawyer, a marvelous job of planning. There were so many lawyers and their 
wives in attendance that all could not be entertained at any one event (except 
the Queen’s garden party), hence, they had been divided up and assigned 
around largely, as we were advised, in accordance with the order in which the 
initial advance registration of each particular lawyer had been made. 


The first big event was the joint meeting of the top British Judiciary with 
the official family of the American Bar Association who all sat together on a 
large stage in historic 8th Century old Westminster Hall, “Workshop of 
British Law.” Large as it was, this hall was not adequate to accommodate the 
English and American members of the profession, who composed the audience, 
and also their wives. The ladies, however, viewed the spectacle by closed cir- 
cuit television in a large London moving picture house. Pictures of this historic 
event were published in the August 7th edition of Life magazine. The Ameri- 
can dignitaries were assembled on the huge stage before the arrival of the 
British Judiciary. The latter entered from the left rear down a wide stairway 
in single file, turning towards the audience on a further broad stairway which 
lead down the center of the platform. All of our lawyers on the stage, as well 
as in the audience in the hall, stood at attention during this entrance. The Lord 
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High Chancellor and his immediate associates had robes of black and gold. 
Those of the lower courts wore brilliant red robes. All, of course, had on their 
official wigs. The official program designated the meeting as the “Presentation 
of the Assembly to the Lord Chancellor and Her Majesty’s Judges.” The order 
of proceedings as set out was: 


> Assembly will be presented to the Lord Chancellor and H.M. Judges on behalf 
Oo 
The Bar of England by: 
The Rt. Hon. Sir Reginald Manningham-Buller, Br., Qc, M.P., H.M. Attorney- 
General. 
The Solicitors of the Supreme Court of Judicature in England by: 
Mr. Ian D. Yeaman, the President of The Law Society. 
The Assembly will be welcomed by the Rt. Hon. The Viscount Kilmuir, the Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain. 
Responses will then be made on behalf of the American Bar Association by: 
The Hon. Earl Warren, the Chief Justice of the United States. 
The Hon. David F. Maxwell, the President of the American Bar Association. 
The Hon. Herbert Brownell, Jr., the Attorney-General of the United States.” 


It was the concensus that our President, Maxwell and Attorney-General Brow- 
nell were most effective in their responses. This was the 4th General Assem- 
bly, the earlier sessions having been held in New York. 


The next outstanding series of events were the dinners at the several Inns of 
Court, Lincoln’s Inn, The Inner Temple, The Middle Temple and Gray’s Inn. 
These dinners were held in the big halls of each of the inns on Wednesday, 
Thursday, Friday and Sunday, 7:15 to 7:30 p.m. American lawyers only, no 
wives or husbands. Different groups of lawyers, speakers and programs at each 
meeting. They were very formal and impressive occasions with lots of wine 
and good fellowship. 


The Fifth Assembly session was held Friday afternoon at Royal Festival Hall, 
a large and beautiful building south of the Thames. President David F. Max- 
well presided. After brief and very appropriate remarks, he introduced our 
Ambassador John Hay Whitney, who in turn introduced the British Prime 
Minister, the Right Honorable Harold Macmillan, M.P., who made the prin- 
cipal address. This concluded that session which was, of course, fully attended. 


The Sixth Session was the dedication ceremony at Runnymede, commemorat- 
ing the signing of the Magna Charta. Here again the British lawyers had made 
careful and very thorough preparations. They had special trains leaving Water- 
loo Station which took us all to a little town some distance south of London 
called “Virginia Water.” At this point they had a large number of double 
deck (typical London) buses which took us some distance through the pleasant 
English countryside and villages to the site of the ceremony. The shrine, which 
was built by contributions from the members of the American Bar Association, 
was located on the side of a hill in an opening with timber on either side. To 
the west was a level meadow of several acres where chairs had been placed and 
a very adequate public address system installed. Again President Maxwell pre- 
sided. After the invocation, the addresses were by E. Smythe Gambrell, the last 
preceding president of the American Bar Association; The Right Honorable 
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Lord Evershed, Master of the Rolls; Charles S. Rhyne, the present president of 
the American Bar Association, and the Right Honorable Sir Hartly Shawcross, 


‘Q.C., M.P., Chairman, The General Council of the Bar of England and Wales. 


This was followed by the unveiling of the monument by President Maxwell, 
after which we boarded our buses and trains and were taken back to London. It 
was a very impressive and historic occasion. 


The next major and highly looked forward to event was the Queen’s 
Garden Party. We all received gorgeous invitations containing identification 
tickets. We went to Buckingham Palace in taxicabs, for the most part, and 
were provided with windshield stickers so the drivers would be readily admitted 
inside the gates. We were driven right up to the front center door of the 
Palace where we entered, walked up some stairs, turned to the left, and pro- 
ceeded down a beautiful hall or corridor with large pictures of past royalty on 
the walls on either side. We came to a doorway of a large and wonderfully 
furnished drawing room somewhat to the southern end of the Palace. We pro- 
ceeded through this room to doorways on the west side which opened on a large 
terrace. Beyond this there was a large open space, some acres in extent, on 
which there was an extremely large crowd of well-dressed people, ladies and 
gentlemen. The Queen, the Duke and the Queen Mother, with their gentle- 
men in waiting, came out a center door of the Palace, over the terrace, and all 
of them mingled freely with the crowd. All of us were able to see the Queen 
and Queen Mother, as well as the Duke, at close view. Many of the lawyers and 
their wives were presented to the Queen by the gentlemen in waiting. She 
visited with these fortunate persons and strolled slowly through the crowd for 
over an hour, as did the others. Excellent food was served of many varieties, 
notwithstanding the Press. After the Queen and the Duke had walked slowly 
back to an entrance in the north side of the Palace, we ordinary folk found 
our way along beautiful garden paths to exits in the rear of the grounds. The 
Queen was gracious, the weather was fine, and it was also a most memorable 
occasion. 


The Seventh and final General Assembly Session was held in the Lancaster 
Room of the Hotel Savoy on Thursday, July 30th, at which President Maxwell 
and incoming President Rhyne did their very best to adequately thank our 
English hosts for their most lavish entertainment. 


Space and time will not permit the telling you here of the many, many other 
receptions, dinners and occasions enjoyed by the American lawyers and their fair 
ladies; the receptions by the Lord Mayor, by the American Ambassador and the 
final dinner at Guild Hall for the officers and the House of Delegates of the 
American Bar Association. All of these will undoubtedly be reported to you by 
the American Bar Association Journal and elsewhere. The purpose of this 
brief recital is to help you recall better what you will want to look for in sub- 
sequent, more detailed publications. 
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WELCOME TO NEW LAWYERS 


Since February, 1957, eighty-four successful candidates for admission to the 
bar took their oath before the Supreme Court at Topeka. The Executive Coun- 
cil of this Association believes there is need for liaison between the new attor- 
neys who are still seeking associations or other opportunities and those estab- 
lished lawyers who desire to offer same, or have knowledge thereof. For this 
purpose, lawyers are urged to make use of the Association’s office by forward- 
ing pertinent information to John W. Shuart, Executive Secretary, 505 Co- 
lumbian Building, Topeka, Kansas. The names and addresses of the applicant’s 
who were admitted by the Kansas Supreme Court since February, 1957, were 
listed as follows: 


Name Address School 
*Robert Stanley Ditus 422 W. 6, Larned K.U. 
Nicholas Nehemiah Kittrie 209 S. Franklin, Topeka K.U. 
*James Bayard Grant 1317 N. Parkwood, Wichita Washburn 
Lancie L. Watts 9704 Overbrook Rd., Kansas City, Mo. Georgetown U. 
*Alfred Wayne Murphy 444 N. Market, Wichita Oklahoma U. 
Irving Kuraner 2319 W. 96, Prairie Village Columbia 
Duane Clyde Bowen 3629 Mossman, Wichita Chicago U. 
Louis Frank Dougan, Jr. 1530 Stratford Road, Topeka Washburn 
Harry Daniel Whisman 1045 Rowland, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
*Samuel Jay Wells 1315 N. 20, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
Robert Andrew Maxwell 1742 N. 42, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
William Carl Zimmerman 820 Parkview, Topeka Washburn 
*Richard Lee Ebersole 1558 N. Holyoke, Wichita Washburn 
John Marvin Tomanek Collyer Washburn 
*Donald Harley Corson, Jr. 3636 Walker Ave., Kansas City U. of K.C. 
*James Westling Dahl 2906 W. 43, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
Edwin Rodger Ling 1315 Wallington Place, Wichita N. Y. U. 
Robert Jack Welliever Frankfort, Kentucky Washburn 
Thomas Dwight Cochran 8457 Meadow Lane, Leawood U. of K.C. 
*Allen Francis Gerye 351 Woodbury, Topeka Washburn 
*Jerry Max Sorrick Blue Rapids Washburn 
*Leo Joseph Moroney 2733 N. 32, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
Mary Grace Boone Lansing K.U. 
John Robert Elmborg Lindsborg N.Y. U. 
*William Donald Clement Junction City Washburn 
*Gwendolyn VanDerbur Falkenberg 7240 Horton, Overland Park U. of K.C. 
George Hudson Painter 640 N. 32, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
*Clyde Elbert Hinman 1420 N. 22, Kansas City U. of K.C. 
*William Biklen Pendleton 745 Tennessee, Lawrence K.U. 
*Gene Eldon Schroer 2446 Illinois, Topeka Washburn 
Ross James Summers 1827 S. Old Waver Road, Wichita K.U. 
Reuben Earle Short 5624 Flint, Kansas City K.U. 
Duane Rudolph Hirsch 1563 Gentry Drive, Wichita K.U. 
Kathleen H. Shea 626 Beverly Drive, Wichita N. Y. U. 
*William Lawrence Parker, Jr. 1707 Kent Place, Topeka Washburn 
Richard Andrew Whitmore 1218 Cleveland, Wichita K.U. 
William Russell Davis, Jr. 108 S .Kendall, Topeka Washburn 


*Member of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas. 
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WELCOME TO NEW LAWYERS 


Name 


John Jamieson Killinger 
*Lloyd Burke Bronston 
Billy Gene Brammell 
*John Roger Blair 
*Henry Edward Herrman 
John Alan Pushor 
*Ward Clinton Bray 
*Herbert Horowitz 
Van Edwin Rothrock 
*Otis Theodore Schweiter 
William Ray Stewart 
Peter Addison Martin 
John Graves Kite 
*William Gene Haynes 
*Ronald Merle Gott 
*John Joseph Jurcyk, Jr. 
Joseph Spallo, Jr. 
Frederick Kenneth Cross 
Darrell Owen McNeil 
Larry Jay Austin 
*Raymond Russell Warner 
*Harry Edward Brennan 
*Hallet Charles Parrish 
Billy Karl Benz 
William Henry Crews 
Richard Milton Erickson 
*Benjamin Franklin Farney 
James Stephen Francis 
*Stanford Joseph Smith 
James Robert Hanson 
Jerry Lee Smith 
David Russell Gilman 
John Herbert Fields 
Clinton Rodgers Carrier 
Kenneth Irving Fligg, Jr. 
Eugene Linn Smith 
Charles Thompson Crawford 
Lawrence Thomas Loftus 
Roger William Penner 
Richard Homer Lashley 
*Thomas Joseph Helms 
Jordan L. Haines 
Dan Joseph Skubitz 
*James Goodson Winn 
Frank Wayne Hylton 
Richard Ward Scott 
Robert Clair Casad 





Address 


926 Forest, Topeka 

1803 E. 74th Terrace, Kansas City 
Box 1 A, Grayson, Kentucky 
3023 E. Douglas, Wichita 

311 W. 15, Hays 

2345 Central, Coumbus, Indiana 
828 S. Edgemool, Wichita 
2016 W. 42 Terrace, Prairie Village 
2428 Ohio, Topeka 

1776 Harvard, Wichita 

1612 College, Topeka 

535 W. Elm, Olathe 

St. Francis 

2303 Burnett Road, Topeka 
1302 Gardner, Wichita 

1701 Everett, Kansas City 

2509 W. 50th Place, Kansas City 
4725 Vista, Kansas City 

1744 Tennessee, Lawrence 

155 N. Glendale, Wichita 
Melvern 

1288 College, Topeka 

6322 Melrose Lane, Shawnee 
903 N. 9, Salina 

1208 N. Wood, Sherman, Texas 
4915 W. 57th Terrace, Mission 
4343 State, Kansas City 

155 N. Bluff, Wichita 

5511 Plaza Lane, Wichita 
Route 1, Jamestown 

LaGonda Hotel, Winfield 

5526 Chadwick, Kansas City 
2118 N. 43, Kansas City 

7847 Juniper, Kansas City 

6504 Oak, Kansas City 

1438 Tyler, Topeka 

928 W. 34, Kansas City 

501 E. Spruce, Olathe 

3548 McGee, Kansas City 

1020 Sunset Drive, Lawrence 
5707 Ash Drive, Mission 


Sabetha 


2716 31st S.E., Washington, D. C. 
2601 James, Topeka 

Beloit 

Hays 

705 Oakland, Ann Arbor, Michigan 


*Member of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas. 


School 


Washburn 
Washburn 
Washburn 
Washburn 
K.U. 
K.U. 
K.U. 
K.U. 
Washburn 
K.U. 
Washburn 
K. U. 
K.U. 
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K.U. 
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K. U. 
K.U. 
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RECENT ADDITIONS TO THE STATE LIBRARY 


The Back: a medico-legal problem. Pro- 
ceedings of Institute of the Law-Med- 
icine Center of Western Reserve Uni- 
versity, Feb. 1956. Fred C. Rosselot. 


Beutel, Frederick K. Some potentialities of 
experimental jurisprudence as a new 
branch of social science. U. of Neb. 
pr., 1957. 


Bright, Joseph E. To will or not to will. 
Dennis, 1939. 


Buranelli, Vincent, ed. The trial of Peter 
Zenger. N. Y. U. pr., 1957. 


Calamandrei, Piero. Procedure and de- 
mocracy. (Studies in comparative 
law) N. Y. U. pr., 1956. 


Commission on Government Security. Re- 
port of... pursuant to P. L. 304, 
84th Congress, as amended. Gov't. pr. 
off., (1957) 


Committee on Continuing Legal Educa- 
tion of American Law Institute. col- 
laborating with American Bar Asso- 
ciation: 

McDonald, Donald; Dohan, David 
H. and Phillips, Paul A. Federal 
income taxation of partners and 
partnerships, May, 1957. 

Rice, Leon L. and Schlaudt, Ed- 
ward H. Basic pension and prof- 
it-sharing plans, June, 1957. 


Defense Law Journal, v. 1, 1957. 


Dumbauld, Edward. The bill of rights and 
what it means today. U. of Okla. pr., 
c. 1957. 


Dunham, Allison and Kurland, Philip B., 
=. Mr. Justice. U. of Chicago pr., 
1956. 


Friedman, Milton R. Contracts and con- 
veyances of real property. Callaghan, 
1954 with 1956 pocket supplement. 


Howe, Mark DeWolfe. Justice Oliver 
Wendell Holmes—the shaping years, 
1841-1870. Harv. U. pr., 1957. 


Lawler, J. John and Lawler, Gail Gates. A 
short historical introduction to the 
law of real property. Foundation pr., 
1940. 


Levy, Leonard W. The law of the Com- 
monwealth and Chief Justice Shaw. 
Harv. U. pr., 1957. 


Medina, Harold R. For whom the bell 
tolls. (Benj. N. Cardozo Lecture) 
Assn. of the Bar of the City of N. Y., 
1956. 


Morris, J. H. C. and Leach, W. B. Rule 
against perpetuities. Stevens & Sons, 
Ltd., 1956. 


Northwest Territories (Canada) Ordi- 
nances Revised. (Cons. to Aug. 1, 
1956) Queen’s printer, Ottawa. 


Prentice-Hall, Inc. Union contracts and 
collective bargaining practice. (loose- 
leaf service) 


Radzinowicz, Leon. A history of English 
criminal law and its administraton 
from 1750. (vs. 1, 2, 3) Macmillan, 
1948, 1957. 


Ransom, Harry. The first copyright stat- 
ute—an essay on An Act for the En- 
couragement of Learning, 1710. Univ. 
of Texas pr., 1956. 


Shott, J. B. How “right-to-work” laws are 
passed—Florida sets the pattern. Pub. 
Affairs Inst., c. 1956. 


Sutherland, Arthur E., ed. Government 
under law. A conference held at Har- 
vard Law School on the occasion of 
the bicentennial of John Marshall, 
Chief Justice of the United States, 
1801-1835. Harv. U. pr., 1956. 


Taylor, A. S. Medical jurisprudence. 11th 
ed. v. 1. J. & A. Churchill, Led., 1956. 


Weihofen, Henry. The urge to punish— 
new approaches to the problem of 
mental irresponsibility for crime. 
(4th Isaac Ray award book) Farrar, 
Straus & Cudahy, c. 1956. 


Windolph, F. Lyman. Reflections of the 
law in literature. U. of Pa. pr., c. 


1956. 


Wittenberg, Philip. The law of literary 
property. World Pub. Co., c. 1957. 


(Books may be borrowed from the Kansas 
State Library for limited periods of 
time and will be sent upon request.) 














be SED iad 





PROCEEDINGS OF ANNUAL MEETING (1957) 7 


The Journal of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas 





Published 
is! Quarrerl 


ray pet oe Including Contributi and with the 
ion of the Wathen Us University hoe be Y che ene ay 


Law and the University of Kansas School of Law. 





General Subscription Price for Non-Members $8 per year. 
Price for a Single Copy, $2, if available; to Members, $1.50. 





ASSOCIATION OFFICERS EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 
O. B. EIMSON........ * ich ed eed e ae ae President F C. BANNON ON Leavenworth 
opeka CLAYTON M. Davis (Dist. 2) ...... o60uees Topeka 
Ss Se ee ee naiese President-Elect Jozr F. B (Bile, 8) «..000. io eneoudiln 
i sisi esi hig Sei 5a Vice-President HARRY O. JANICKE (Dist. 4) ..........-- Winfield 
Clay Center L. A. BOGREALARE CODE. 5). ce cccvcccces Minneapolis 
GEORGE B. POWERS............. Secretary-Treasurer WILLIAM M. FERGUSON (Dist. 6)....... Wellington 
Fourth National Bank Building, Wichiva WESLEY E, BROWN (Dist. 7)..........- Hutchinson 
JOHN W. a Calucabie o Buil — ——— Secretary ALEXANDER M. FROMME (Dist. 8).........- Hoxie 
FRANKLIN CORRICK............. Bor | Edi A B. Reeee 4 DP .co6000ekseaver ...- Scott City 
Third Floor, State House, Tope! J. WILLARD HAYNES, Past President...... Kansas City 





BOARD OF EDITORS 
FRANKLIN CORRICK, Editor-in-Chief, Topeka 
FRED E. GULICK, Associate Editor, Topeka 
JOHN F. EBERHARDT, Associate wong Wichita 





Mp SNE. once 00nd soseneceeseong Russell JAMES W. PUTNAM .........ccecceeeee . -Emporia 
gi | == Seeeesaena ere: Wichita WILLIAM i TREADWAY (ohnestanant nanan Topel 

AN F. J. MOREAU . Lawrence WAYNE COULSON .........ees+. £6 choses Wichita 
DEAN SCHUYLER W. JACKSON ............. Topeka 





The Editorial Board does not assume collective responsibility for any statement in the columns of the Journal. 
Each article or communication, including editorial notes, comments on cases, and book reviews, is identified by the 
mame or the initials of the writer. 


PROCEEDINGS 


OF THE 1957 
ANNUAL MEETING OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION 
OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 
WICHITA, KANSAS 





APRIL 25, 26 AND 27, 1957 
Summarized Index of the Proceedings 





DI, bok. bc ocs0 se 60nds0bhedune 006000 8 TROT Se Se IS Saas ee Se 
Appointment of Convention Committees......... 8 Unauthorized Practice of Law...........22000% 
PO OT err 9 . improvement of Laws and Procedure............ 
Response to Address of Welcome.............- 9 Legal Education and Admissions............... 
ee PRES BIB. 66.05.60 vcccsciccsccces 10 RPE FE SE a 
Report of Executive Secretary............+-+.- 12 TD .'c) due G55 4% babs eG c0es os 
Annual Financial pa Se Se ee Pe 16 ow I I 0.0106 $0: ca0is bon nsas 
Report of Editor of the Bar Journal............. Bs. - SIRS coukt cours dash oamame ne 4ehb-0c.c6 60064 
Honoring of Author ay Bar Journal Hash........ 18 Relosions With the Medical Profession.......... 
ty Se Ss 00:56 55 bee 06.05.00 40.04.00 ‘0 DC sina shuns <ueess cvs 5 5000 e454 408 45 
Data on Local Bar y ~ AEN (July 1, 1957). Prospective Sogeden EEE 
Honoring of ly Retired 28 geater ns teak Ae 5.4 ace ares 6 5.6 040. doe 
Histori Committes-—30- Year Awards. . ‘ elations With “Abswacters eat a ae oie aa 
The Kansas Bar Foundation.......... aie Uniform Rules for Pretrial Procedure... .... 
Lawyer Referral Services............ sis Selection, uname and Retirement of Judges 

Address of the ABA. President I: 6 bos x5.00 45 bbawd 6a 0b bee 4-< 
EE a 55 ob 5 te 44\0's 00 000 545804'09 Relations ‘With PE S40 nenebnse sens esueae 

for Title Examinations ID in cscs antih die muien enti he om ie aan 10 





SY WY o :4 5-705 00 0000000 00 6suess 50s Nomination and Election of Officers and Trustees. . 








8 The JOURNAL 


THURSDAY, APRIL 25, 1957—BALL ROOM, LASSEN HOTEL 


PRESIDENT J. WILLARD HAYNES: May I have your attention, please? I now declare 
the 1957 annual meeting of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas to be regularly 
convened. 

We will have the Invocation by Father Charles A. Smith, Executive Director of Cath- 
olic Charities in the Diocese of Wichita. Father Smith. 


INVOCATION 


FATHER SMITH: Almighty and eternal God through Whose divine wisdom the whole 
universe is governed, we stand before Thee this day to acknowledge that all righteous 
human law is a kind of reflection and participation of the eternal law which is un- 
changeable truth. We realize that all laws, insofar as they partake of right reason, are 
derived from the eternal law and that laws come before men live together in society, 
and have their origin in the natural and consequently in the eternal law. May we ever 
remember that in temporal law there is nothing just and lawful but what man has 
drawn from the eternal law. 

As we come together in this annual convention, we pray Thee, Prince of the Uni- 
verse, to guide our deliberations being mindful at all times that the leading purpose 
of human law is to bring about the friendship of men among themselves and that our 
human behavior is regulated by a divinely given law—“love one another as I have loved 
you”—which, if we follow, we are assured we can not go wrong. Implant in our hearts 
a burning desire to interpret and apply human legislation in order that our citizens may 
live in peace and justice, with a sufficiency of those goods that are necessary for physi- 
cal conservation and comfort, and with those moral conditions which are required for 
private well-being and public prosperity. 

Grateful for our calling to be Thy servants in the halls of justice may Thy blessing 
be upon us that we may always and everywhere unfailing perform our duties worthily 
and humbly in Thy sight. Amen. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you, Father Smith. 

Next, the Color Guard of McConnell Air Force Base. Everyone stand please. 

Mr. MARVIN MARTIN (Wichita): We will give the Pledge of Allegiance. 

(Pleadge of Allegiance given by the audience.) 


APPOINTMENT OF CONVENTION COMMITTEES 


PRESIDENT HAYNEs: At this time, I desire to announce the appointment of a Rules 
Committee, consisting of Lawrence E. Curfman, Chairman, Knowlton E. Carson of 
Kansas City, Kansas, and Sam W. G. Lowe of Colby. I ask that that committee meet 
as soon as possible and report back to the meeting shortly. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: In regard to the Resolutions Committee, I appoint Roy Davis 
of Hutchinson, Kansas, as chairman, Donald R. Newkirk of Wichita, and Frank Theis 
of Arkansas City. 


In regard to the Nominating Committee, I will appoint John Q. Royce of Salina, 








RR 


SERENE OF 














PROCEEDINGS OF ANNUAL MEETING (1957) 9 


Kansas, as chairman, Thos. M. Van Cleave, Jr., of Kansas City, Kansas, and Judge 
Donald McGaw of Osborne. 

The Resolutions Committee and the Nominating Committee will make their report 
on Saturday morning in the final session of the assembly. 

We will now have the address of welcome delivered by Mr. George B. Collins, 
President of the Wichita Bar Association. Mr. Collins. (Applause) 


ADDRESS OF WELCOME 


Mr. COLLINS: Mr. President, Your Honors, and other fellow members of the Kansas 
Bar Association, ladies and gentlemen. 

It is my pleasant privilege this morning to invite you to the City of Wichita, the 
scene of this convention, and to offer you the hospitality of the city. 

During the days of Wyatt Earp, Wichita had a reputation along the cattle trails as 
being a town where you could have a good time and spend your paycheck. Now with 
the program arranged by your State officers, I think you will have an educational and 
instructive stay here and with the program arranged by the Wichita Bar Association, 
while it may not be as educational and instructive, I am sure it will be interesting and 
entertaining, and that you will have a good time. There have been no preparations 
for your spending your paycheck. Being lawyers ourselves, we know how futile such 
en engagement as that would be. 


Lawyers are always interested in cultural things and you and your wives may have 
occasion to go out to Wichita University and see our newly dedicated art center; visit 
the three just-constructed new high schools in Wichita; or if you have more of an 
industrial bent, you can drive by the Beech and Cessna Plants, which employ upwards 
of 40,000 people. 


Now if you tite of the peace and tranquility of our meetings, you can go over to 
the City Hall, where 3.2 isn’t a beverage, it’s a voting tag. It so happens that your fellow 
Bar member, Mr. John Madden, whom I am sure you all know, is a member of the 
City Commission and one of the majority, so that if you get in any trouble, John may 
not be able to get you all the way out of jail, but he'll get you three fifths out of the 
way, and almost any lawyer worth his salt should be able to get you out the rest of 
the way. 


Well, gentlemen, on behalf of the Wichita Bar Association and all the people of 
this city, I say, welcome. (Applause) 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, Mr. Collins. The Response to the 
Address of Welcome will be given by Mr. Jay W. Scovel of Independence, the Vice 
President of this Association. (Applause) 


RESPONSE TO ADDRESS OF WELCOME 


Mr. JAY W. ScCOvVEL: Mr. President, Mr. Collins, ladies and gentlemen, I have been 
trying to think how many times I have enjoyed the hospitality of Wichita at a State 
Bar meeting in the more than 30 years that I have been attending them; but this is the 
first opportunity I have had of publicly expressing my appreciation of that hospitality. 
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It is indeed a pleasant assignment to respond to George’s welcome, and from past exr 
perience, and what I know of the program that is outlined for us today, I am sure that 
this meeting will come up to all our expectations, and it is with pleasure that we 
accept your hospitality, and of course I have read enough in the papers to realize that 
this is a city where there is always something going on. You can’t tell what it will be 
or why, but, well, it’s kind of like our neighbor on the south, Coffeyville. As long as 
certain people have been on the City Commission down there, there is never a dull 
moment, in Coffeyville, so I’m sure there won't be in Wichita. Thank you. (Applause) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, Mr. Scovel. 


THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Rare is the privilege to be president of the Bar Association of 
the State of Kansas, particularly in the year when its membership has reached the high- 
est in its history and still more particularly when its governing body elects to honor 
three of the state’s greatest jurists, as did this association in its participation in the 
encomium for retired Justices of our Supreme Court-—W. W. Harvey, Hugo T. Wedell 
and Walter G. Thiele. 


While I have found the duties of the office to be not only arduous but time con- 
suming, I assure you that the honor conferred and held during the past twelve months 
that have passed so quickly, has been not only a privilege but a pleasure. 


The few brief words the provision of our by-laws requires me as president to say, 
would not be entirely complete, if I did not mention that as my term of office ap- 
proaches its conclusion, our association has progressed still more, due to, in the most 
part, the energetic and untiring efforts of my fellow officers and members of the 
Executive Council, and our very able Executive Secretary and Bar Journal Editor. Such 
progress includes the continued publication of our high ranking Bar Journal, the con- 
tinued issuance of a progressively informative monthly Barletter and Supreme Court 
Opinions Digest by our Executive Secretary, continued great strides in the field of 
Public Relations due to the untiring efforts of our Public Relations Committee and its 
able Chairman, the passage by our recent Legislature of a Resolution calculated to 
ultimately bring about the non-partisan selection of our Supreme Court Justices under 
what has been called the “Kansas Bar Plan” which was thus far achieved through the 
untiring efforts of three committees of the Association, the preparation and arrange- 
ment of a well-rounded, interesting and informative program for this meeting, by our 
Program Committee, the untiring efforts of our Committee on Professional Ethics to 
not only censure the wrongdoing practitioner but likewise vindicate and protect those 
among us who are unjustly accused. 


This list should also include the hard work done by our Committee on Standards 
for Title Examinations who have by their efforts further improved our standards, the 
continued effort to ward off encroachments on our profession by our Unauthorized 
Practice of Law Committee, the good work of our Committees on Lawyer Referral 
Services, Taxation, Citizenship, Legal Education and Admission, and Local Bar Asso- 
ciations. 
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Now we have a Kansas Bar Foundation which is a non-profit Kansas corporation, 
organized to, among other things, receive gifts and bequests to be used for the pro 
motion of educational and charitable projects. So, we have progressed and in our pro- 
gression we have grown, until we find ourselves today to be one of the leading, and 
I say with no little pride—outstanding, voluntary state bar associations of these United 
States. 


In addition to the good that can be accomplished through our united efforts as a 
voluntary association, each of us as a lawyer has had, since the date of his or her ad- 
mission to practice, and now has a personal obligation and duty in the varying phases 
of litigation and in all the relations of professional life. Some would perhaps refer to 
these duties as the Rules of Conduct of a lawyer, while the more formal appellation 
would perhaps be Canons of Professional Ethics. These Canons are particularly im- 
portant to each of us that we as individuals may so conduct ourselves as to merit the 
approval of all men, and thus as individuals help build and uphold the dignity of our 
profession. The stability of our courts and all of the branches of government rest upon 
the approval of the people and it is entirely essential that we, as officers of the court, 
participate and lend our sincere efforts to the establishment and dispensation of justice 
and its development to such a high point of efficiency that the people will have con- 
fidence in the integrity and impartiality of its administration. 


As lawyers, it is our duty to maintain toward the courts at all times a respectful 
attitude, to prevent political considerations from outweighing judicial fitness in the 
selection of our judiciary, and exercise a self-respecting independence in the discharge 
of our professional duties that cordial personal and professional relations between the 
bench and bar may be attained. Just as we are ofttimes called upon to exert our best, 
efforts in behalf of an indigent person charged with crime, so in the defense of an 
accused we are bound by all fair and honorable means to present every defense that 
the law of our land permits and thus uphold the constitutional guaranty of due process 
of law in a sincere effort to see that justice is done. I need not remind you that con- 
flicting interests related to an employment are to be abhored and that we owe to 
each of our clients undivided fidelity. 


The confidence a client reposes in us when the relationship of attorney and client 
exists we all know should never be abused by any action on the part of the lawyer for. 
his personal benefit or gain. Each of us as a lawyer, owes “entire devotion to the in- 
terests of the client, warm zeal in the maintenance and defense of his rights and the 
exertion of his utmost learning and ability” to the end that nothing be taken or be 
withheld from the client save by the rules of law as they are legally applied. 


We should not be restrained from the full discharge of our duties as a lawyer by 
fear of judicial disfavor or public unpopularity, and every client is entitled to the benefit 
of any and every remedy and defense that is authorized by the law of this land, and he 
can expect the lawyer he employs to assert every such remedy and defense. However, 
we should bear in mind that the great trust of the lawyer is to be performed within 
and not without the bounds of the law; simply said, we must obey the dictates of our 
own conscience and not that of our clients. 


Candor and fairness should be our standards, and in performing our duty of aiding 
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in the administration of justice, any practice that is unprofessional and unworthy of 
an officer of the law, as is the lawyer, should be scorned. 


With regard to matters that do not affect the merits of a client’s cause or work sub- 
stantial prejudice to the rights of a client, we as lawyers are the judge and we should 
never be called upon to do anything that is repugnant to our own sense of honor and 
propriety. In my judgment, Canon No. 29 of the Canons of Professional Ethics, should 
be one of our dominant guideposts, from which I quote: 


. “. .. He (the lawyer) should strive at all times to uphold the honor and to main- 
tain the dignity of the profession and to improve not only the law but the administra- 
tion of justice.” and equally important is Canon No. 32: 


“No client, corporate or individual, however powerful, nor any cause, civil or po- 
litical, however important, is entitled to receive nor should any lawyer render any service 
or advice involving disloyalty to the law whose ministers we are, or disrespect of the 
judicial office, which we are bound to uphold, or corruption of any persons exercising 
a public office or private trust, or deception or betrayal of the public. When rendering 
any such improper service or advice, the lawyer invites and merits stern and just con- 
demnation. Correspondingly, he advances the honor of his profession and the best 
interests of his client when he renders service or gives advice tending to impress uport 
the client and his undertaking exact compliance with the strictest principles of moral 
law. He must also observe and advise his client to observe the statute law, though until 
a statute shall have been construed and interpreted by competent adjudicatoin, he is 
free and is entitled to advise as to its validity and as to what he conscientiously believes 
to be its just meaning and extent. But above all a lawyer will find his highest honor in 
a deserved reputation for fidelity to private trust and to public duty, as an honest man 
and as a patriotic and loyal citizen.” 


We are all members of an honorable calling and by our conduct as individuals and 
by our united efforts in this Association we will not only promote the best interests 
of that calling, but we will honor the law itself, and in so doing we will honor our 
profession and inspire renewed faith in a rule of law, not of men, both in our time and 
in all the generations to come. (Applause) 


We will now have the report of the Executive Secretary, and the recommendations 
of the Executive Council, Mr. John Shuart, our Executive Secretary. 


REPORT OF EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


SECRETARY SHUART: Thank you, President Haynes. 


My report as Executive Secretary will be brief. As the various reports of the com- 
mittees are given by the chairmen, you will learn in detail of the multitude of matters 
in which the association has been involved during the past year. It is through the in- 
dustry of these standing and special committees that much of the service rendered to 
the members and the public is accomplished, and to them we should be indebted for 
the progress accomplished. 


I would like to touch briefly upon some of the major activities which have been the 
particular concern of your Association office. 
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The Title Standards as amended at last year’s meeting were reprinted and distributed 
to all members. In their present form they are now so arranged that standards can be 
added, or present ones amended, without it being necessary to reprint the entire booklet. 
It might be pertinent here to point out that receipt of these standards at no charge is 
an incident of membership in the Association. Printed standards such as these are sold 
at extra cost by several other Associations. 


This year two plans of insurance were offered to members on a group purchasing 
basis. One was a life insurance plan and the other a medical expense proposition. Your 
Association derives no monetary benefits from the offering of these plans, but it does, 
by approving the general offering, make it possible for members to obtain coverage 
on an economical basis and also the group participation makes it possible for those of 
us not normally insurable to obtain desired coverage. 


The group life plan, though failing to reach the required number of 60%, is still 
being offered and many local associations have passed the minimum number required 
and it has, accordingly, been offered to all within those local associations. As more and 
more of the membership enroll in the plan, the closer we will come to having the plan 
available to all members. 


The medical expense policy, termed the “Major Medical Plan”, is currently in the 
enrollment period and this plan is identical to the one adopted and successfully estab- 
lished by the Missouri Bar, Integrated. 


To keep the cost of the Plan low, but yet have it give protection against the huge 
and disastrous expenses that often hit, it has a $500.00 deductible feature, which in 
most cases will be completely covered by the member’s basic hospital-surgical plan. 


The Company agreed to make the Plan effective and accept every application re- 
gardless of physical impairments if 750 members applied. If only 500 apply, the Com- 
pany has agreed to start the Plan with the understanding they will only accept those 
members that meet the standard accident and health underwriitng requirements. 


As it now stands, I am advised we have received 380 applications and need a mini- 
mum of 120 more to start the Plan. The enrollment period closes April 30th, so if you 
want to get in on it, I suggest that you do so now. There’s an enrollment desk outside, 
and I think the administrator, Forrest Jones, has a little gift there for you also. 


Your Executive Secretary has had the opportunity to exchange ideas and techniques 
with other Bar Secretaries over the country, and in so doing, I feel confident that our 
Association has been improved. Likewise, I have attempted to visit meetings of local 
essociations over the state to learn of your current activities and problems. 


The Association held its mid-year meeting in Hutchinson on October 26th, and the 
majority of the members of each of the Association's committees were present. This 
afforded them an opportunity to discuss committee matters as well as coordinate mutual 


problems with other committees present. This year’s meeting will be in Wichita on 
October 18th. 


The Barber County Bar, which was awarded an Award of Honor by the Association 
last May, received an Award of Merit from the American Bar Association at its annual 
meeting in Dallas. This association, the smallest to receive such an award from the 








14 The JOURNAL 


ABA, utilized the aids available from the State Association and patterned its activities 
after the “6 Point Program” espoused by the State Association. These six points are: 


Less legal delays. 

Uniform formality and dignity of procedure. 
Procedural improvement. 

Public information. 

Speakers’ program. 

School program. 


AY Pyne 


This program is soundly conceived, and it merits the consideration of the local asso- 
ciations over the state. 


Recognition of the soundness of this program has been evidenced by the fact that 
other state associations have enlarged upon the points suggested and their application 
has achieved for them national recognition. 


Just recently the ABA has recommended to all associations in the country that they 
adopt programs similar to the Florida Bar’s presentation to high school classes on “The 
Meaning of Communism.” An outline on this topic was included in the School Pro- 
gram Manual issued by our Association in 1952 and reprints of the ABA special com- 
mittee report, “Brief on Communism” were reprinted by our PR Committee as source 
material to aid in the pesentation of these lectures. 


Outlines for several other talks are included in this manual, and I urge that all local 
associations prepare to conduct a series of lectures in your high school this fall. 


After a trial period which resulted in the Supreme Court Opinions Digest being 
acclaimed as a most desirable service of the Association, the distribution has been con- 
tinued this year. Requests for copies of opinions have averaged about a dozen each 
month and those using the service providing copies of full opinions at cost, have been 
most enthusiastic about the service. As stated last year, we want to thank the office 
of the Clerk of the Supreme Court for its assistance in this service. 


All Association publications are now mailed from your Association office, and the 
Barletter, Opinions Digest, Title Standards, pamphlets and other special publications 
are produced there. This affords maximum production at minimum cost as well as 
prompt distribution not elsewhere obtainable. Figures in themselves are not too im- 
portant, but to give you an idea, close to 100,000 individual mailings emanate now 
from the office during the course of the year. 


Here it might be appropos to state that every effort is made to keep our mailing list 
accurate and to insure receipt by members of each publication issued; but mistakes do 
occur, and for these we are most regretful. Your indulgence is solicited and when those 
errors do occur, if they are called to our attention, we will rectify them as soon as 
possible. 

Our Association rolls have continued to grow. Total paid memberships in 1956 were 
1652, an increase of 30 over the prior year. As we enter the convention, our 1957 paid 
membership stands at 1335. 


During the period since the last meeting, May 10, 1956 to April 25, 1957, dues 
income has totaled $27,776.50. During that period total income was $41,501.29, and 
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total disbursements were $43,198.11. Balance on hand as of this date is $18,108.91. 
A complete report was submitted to the Executive Council yesterday and was approved 
as submitted. This report is attached hereto and becomes a part hereof. 


The Association’s books are audited annually on May Ist, and this audit was made 
last year by the firm of Garrison and Gresser of Topeka. 


The Executive Council met during the year on the following dates: June 16, Kansas 
City; October 25, Hutchinson; December 7, Topeka; January 5, Topeka; and April 24, 
Wichita. President Haynes and the other officers and Executive Council members have 
given generously of their time and counsel and it has been a genuine pleasure to work 
with them and under their direction. 


Probably the biggest effort of your Secretary, from the time standpoint, was again 
the past Legislature. Not all of the Association approved proposals were adopted, but 
most were considered, and we were successful in seeing the “Kansas Plan” adopted. 
This will be voted upon by the public at the election in the fall of 1958. A big hurdle 
has been made by getting it on the ballot; but the next step is even more important, 
explaining what the amendment to the constitution will accomplish and the need 
therefor in order that the public may vote intelligently on the amendment. The Bar 
is looked to for leadership in this and I urge that all of you work for this amendment 
which the majority of the members of the Association have favored for so long. 


President Collins of the Wichita Bar and Convention Chairman Judge Howard Kline 
with his many activity chairmen have been most cooperative and they have prepared 
an entertaining program for the out-of-town lawyers and their wives. I am sure you 
will enjoy your visit to Wichita and we believe you will derive benefit from the sec- 
tion meetings and the speakers on the convention program. 


Your Executive Secretary appreciates again the opportunity of having served you 
during the past year. Thank you. (Applause) 
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ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENT 
May 10, 1956 to April 25, 1957 


























Balance on Hand, May 10, 1956 
RECEIPTS 

1955 Dues $ 20.00 

1956 Dues 3,780.50 

1957 Dues 23,976.00 $27,776.50 
1956 Annual Meeting: Registration and Tickets 8,422.01 
Miscellaneous Income 575.23 
Interest Earned—Savings Accounts 309.65 
Rebates—Services Advanced 1,854.63 











$19,805.73 


2,563.27 $41,501.29 





Journal—Indexes $ 6.50 
Subscriptions, Sales 741.00 
Advertising 1,815.77 

DISBURSEMENTS 


1956 Convention 





1957 Convention 








Capper Printing Co., Journals 





Executive Council Expenses 
Rent 





Telephone 





Salaries—after W.T. & F.LCA. 





Professional Services 





District Director of Internal Revenue 





Public Relations Committee 





Travel Expenses—Executive Secretary 





Travel ABA and Bar Meetings (Officers and Delegates) .......... 





Miscellaneous Expense 





Committee Expense 





Stationery—Postage—Supplies 
Office Equipment 





Overpayment Dues—Refunds 





Returned Checks 





Merchants National Bank—Service Charge 





Garrison & Gresser—Audit 





Personal Property Taxes 





7,246.67 
1,289.32 
6,670.90 
136.86 
1,166.00 
557.49 
9,521.16 
2,011.00 
1,595.18 
1,393.98 
2,526.95 
1,020.70 
2,571.80 
728.48 
4,195.35 
264.89 
60.00 
20.00 
47.25 


$61,307.02 


95.00 
79.13 $43,198.11 








Balance on Hand, April 10, 1957 
Amounts on Deposit, April 25, 1957 














Merchants National Bank—Checking ................ $ 4,201.68 
Merchants National—Special 100.00 
Merchants National—Savings 3,320.93 
Topeka Savings—Savings 5,414.28 
Capitol Federal—Savings 5,072.02 


$18,108.91 


$18,108.91 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We will now have the report of the Editor of the Bar Journal, 
Franklin Corrick, Topeka. 
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REPORT OF EDITOR OF THE BAR JOURNAL 


Mr. CorRICK: Thank you, President Haynes. Members and guests: 


Each issue of the quarterly Bar Journal which every member of this Association re- 
ceives, is in effect a progress report on the Bar Journal; consequently, a detailed report 
of everything in the last four issues of about 400 pages will not be necessary. 


Upon completion of the next issue, the May 1957 issue, of your Bar Journal, we will 
have completed 25 years of Bar Journal publication in the State of Kansas. It has been 
my privilege to serve more than half of these twenty-five years, and I have enjoyed it 
very much and learned a great deal. 


Being the Editor of your Bar Journal helps one to understand and apprediate the 
great potentialities of lawyers, especially when they have organized themselves into 
effective state and local bar associations. It helps one to better appreciate what may be 
accomplished by lawyers acting together as a group. Lawyers are only a small part of 
the total population. It is estimated that in the total population of the United States 
there is one lawyer for every 750 men, women and children. Yet lawyers comprise 
about half of the membership of Congress. Many other members of our profession hold 
other important posts in all levels of government. They help establish standards of 
performance; they serve in large and small commercial enterprises; they help set the 
standards and pace of our economic life. 


This also helps one to understand why lawyers may not have time to do some things 
for their own profession, because they are so busy looking after the interests of other 
people. 

But there are lawyer-supported activities in the interest of their own profession, the 
legal profession. Among these is the quarterly Bar Journal. This is the official pub- 
lication of the Bar Association of Kansas. Its main purpose is to assist the members 
in carrying out their various activities under our Bar Association constitution and by- 
laws, and to promote the interests of the legal profession and of the public. 


As to the general relatively high rating of the Kansas Bar Journal when compared 
with other similar publications in the United States, this was mentioned in the Editor's 
report last year, and I shall not repeat it. 


I should like to mention, however, a report made by our President, J. Willard Haynes, 
which appeared in the October, 1956, Judicial Council Bulletin when he said: “Our Bar 
Journal is rated as highly-as any journal of its kind in the United States.” 

If these high ratings are justifiable, it means that there is much work to be done, even 
if just to keep up with our past record and our high reputation. 

Now I shall briefly mention some of the more important subjects which have ap- 
peared in the last four issues of your Bar Journal. This is not meant to detract fromi 
any of the other regular features that appear in the Bar Journal, such as “Hash” and 
other items, but I thought I would run over some of the highlights of the last four 
issues. These subjects represent much work on legal questions of vital interest to the 
profession. They are: 

1. Income Tax Problems of Attorneys. 
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Office Management and Fees. 
What Lawyers Should Know About Social Security. 


Traumatic Neurosis, Whiplash and Brain Injuries. 
Judicial Selection in Missouri. 

The Written Fee Estimate. 

Shortening Trials Without Sacrificing Efficiency. 
Government Responsibility for Injuries it Causes. 

A Symposium on Motor Vehicle Accident and Liability. 


CP RENNAYPYN 


I should add that number 9 consists of six reports and a comprehensive bibliography, 
and was a complete report on compulsory motor vehicle accident compensation law. A 
new law on the subject, along the line of workmen’s compensation laws, was suggested. 


Now, as to the future, we expect to initiate a not entirely new feature, but the con- 
tinuation of what we started several years ago, and that is a publication listing—not a 
complete publication—but a listing of all the State administraitve rules and regulations 
which are filed in Topeka. The only reason that this was not published during the last 
year was because of the fact that all of the, practically all of the State administrative 
agencies in Topeka are being shifted and moved from their present locations, many to 
the new State office building. As soon as their locations are established, which we 
expect to be within the next few months, we will expect to publish a complete listing 
and keep it up to date. This listing would show names and addresses of the various 
state agencies and the type of regulations issued which have the effect of law. 


Mr. President, we have a full schedule and I shall conclude my report with those 
remarks. Thank you. (Applause) 


- PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you, Mr. Corrick. 


HONORING OF AUTHOR OF BAR JOURNAL HASH 


They say that when a situation has existed for a long period of time, and in my case 
it has existed for more than thirty years, that perhaps “memory of man runneth to the 
contrary.” 


During the time that I have been privileged to engage in the practice of law in the 
state, both in the 30 years of practice, and three years in a law office which preceded 
that, I have always had an affection for an individual who has been with us. He's not 
a stranger to any one of us. He is never announced and he comes in at the most un- 
expected times, and he sits down and he starts telling you the things you like to hear, 
about what this fellow is doing in this town, and the other fellow in the other town 
and you get all brought up to date on what's going on over the State of Kansas. 


Of course, that’s all a build-up. The build-up is that he wants to get in your pocket, 
not for a cash item for the moment, but, get your name on the books, gets you to make 
a comfortable payment from now until eternity, and that rare privilege of never saying 
a word to you about it any more, just shipping law books to you, just like snow. 


I should tell you something else. He claims to be a hunter. I have had that rare 
pirvilege of having him outwalk me day after day and leave me sitting in the car 
listening to the radio while he went hunting. His legs are longer than mine; and I 
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recollect an occasion when we went on about a three-day expedition, Ed Schroeder and 
this individual and myself; and he knew all about everything, he knew where the birds 
were, and he was going to take us right to them, so we left Kansas City, Kansas, about 
six o'clock in the evening and drove to Olathe for a good steak dinner and then finally 
arrived in Osage City, Kansas. And he said, “Well, if we are going to hunt tomorrow, 
we've got to get some groceries,” so he took us across the street to a grocery store where 
you serve yourself, and he did all the buying. I thought ten men were going to eat. 
Ed and I did the paying. (Laughter) Well, we got the groceries and went back to 
what you might term a hotel, and the desk clerk said, “Where you going?” “Well, 
we're going hunting, we are going out and shoot some quail tomorrow.” I am talking 
about this individual whose name I'll give you shortly. The desk clerk said, “Why 
don’t you know tomorrow is a down day, no birds?” Well, so then he put us in the 
car about 4 o'clock the next morning after a night in which we didn’t sleep too much 
because he snored too loud; and he drove us clear down to El Dorado Springs, Missouri. 
Of course, he lives in Missouri, and he had a Missouri license; but Ed and I, why we 
had to shell out $20.00 apiece just to go along. Well, we put in about two days of 
that down there, and to say the least, we were a little bit tired. It was Ed’s car and we 
were driving back to Kansas City, and Ed and I decided about midway back to Kansas 
City that we were a little bit hungry, so I was in the front seat with Ed, and I turned 
around and I said, “Barney, give us some of those groceries you've got in that sack.” 
Barney says, “What groceries?” “Well, that we had left.” He said, “I ate those.” 


Will you come up here, Mr. Author of “Hash”, R. S. (Barney) Barnett, 5707 Cherry 
Street, Kansas City, Missouri. 


Mr. BARNETT: With such a good sales talk, I want to put you on the payroll. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Barney Barnett, the officers and the Executive Council of this 
Association have discussed your friendship with the Bar of Kansas, and the much good 
that you have done as our friend; and in recognition of that friendship, which we hold 
dear, we have made you a special honorary member of the Bar Association of the State 
of Kansas, and I now present you with your credentials on the part of the membership. 
Congratulations. 


Mr. BARNETT: Thank you. I am flabbergasted. 


I just want to correct that quail hunt. It was not a quail hunt. We had other things 
to do that were more important. (Laughter) The upshot of the whole thing was that 
they got into the rear end of the car and went to sleep, and I did the hunting, the 
driving and the eating. When they woke up, we were back in Kansas City. (Laughter) 
Now, we were out three days, just as he said, but those three days were not devoted to 
hunting by him and Ed Schroeder. 

I am grateful to all the Bar, and I do appreciate this gesture. I am very happy about 
it. I am flabbergasted, but I do appreciate it. Thank you, Willard. (Applause) 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: I neglected to mention, we will have a special initiation for 
Brother Barnett. We haven't decided on just what that will consist of but you fellows 
and ladies can conjure up something that you think would be appropriate and we'll 
take care of it. 
Mr. LowpDER: I would like to ask if Mr. Barnett is now a dues paying member. 








20 The JOURNAL 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: I think he pays, but not in cash. (Laughter) 


Now to get down to the business of the Association. Is Mr. Charles E. Jones of 
Wichita present? Will you come forward, please? We will now have the report of 
the Local Bar Association Committee. 


LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATIONS 


The Local Bar Associations Committee is pleased to report that there are now fifty- 
seven Local Bar Associations functioning within the state of Kansas, with an approxi- 
mate membership of 2,200 lawyers. Assuming some duplication of membership, it is 
reasonable to say that 2,000 lawyers in Kansas are members of Local Bar Associations. 
This membership figure may be compared with the almost 1,700 members of the Kan- 
sas State Bar Association and approximately 1,000 members of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation. From the standpoint of membership, it is our belief that Local Bar Associations 
in Kansas are, comparatively speaking, well above those of most other states. 


Of the fifty-seven Local Bar Associations mentioned, forty-nine of these are County 
Bar Associations, four are City Bar Associations, and four are Regional Associations, 
covering two or more counties. 


Recently, a new Bar Association was formed in the 22nd Judicial District which is 
comprised of Brown, Nemaha and Doniphan counties, under the name of the North- 
east Bar Association. The first officers of this Association are as follows: Harry A. 
Lanning, President, Seneca; Robert Reeder, Vice-president, Troy; John P. Quinlan, 
Secretary-Treasurer, Seneca. 

A very worthwhile joint meeting was held on October 26, 1956, during the mid-year 
State Bar Association meeting. This meeting was held jointly with the Public Relations 
Committee, and, as special guests, Local Bar Association Presidents were invited. There 
were more than twenty local Bar Presidents or other persons represented at this meeting. 
A program was presented which included a talk on Public Relations by Clark Wallace; 
a presentation by Richard Holmes, of the Wichita Bar Association, concerning the 
adaptability of a school program; and W. Luke Chapin, President of the Barber County 
Bar Association, reviewed activities which a smaller Bar Association could sponsor and 
produce. 


On the theory that Local Bar Associations usually succeed as their Presidents are 
qualified, informed and interested, it is believed that a meeting of this type serves a 
very useful purpose. This meeting was fully reported to the State Bar Association in 
a report from this Committee on October 30, 1956. 


Merit awards were granted again this year through the different areas, in three classes, 
as follows: Areas of less than 20,000 population; areas of 20,000 to 100,000 population; 
and areas of 100,000, or more. Awards of merit were made this year to the Rice County 
Bar Association, Lyons, Kansas; Johnson County Bar Association, Olathe, Kansas; and 
Wichita Bar Association, Wichita, Kansas. Annual report forms for Local Bar Asso- 
ciations were completely revised and probably need further revision in order to permit 
Local Associations to furnish the maximum information in the minimum space and 
time. From these report forms, it is possible for the State Association to better coordi- 
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nate and assist in the work of Local Bars and to prepare annually a list of Local Bar 
Association officers, meetings, activities and other items of interest. 


This report is submitted without special recommendation, but with the realization 
that continued and increased efforts of this Committee should contribute substantially 
to the welfare of all Bar Associations within the state and thereby serve the State Asso- 
ciation itself. 


Respectfully submitted, 
EARL WRIGHT ARNOLD C. NYE 
CHARLES D. KNAPP J. C. TILLOTSON 
CHARLES RAUH F. C. BANNON 
ROBERT FERGUSON GEORGE ALLISON, Ex Officio 
KNOWLTON CARSON CHARLES E. JONES, Chairman. 


PHILIP BUZICK 


Mr. JONES: At this time I will announce the award winners and they may or may 
not be present to receive the award, but if they are, when we announce them, would 
one of their representatives come forward; and I'll ask our President to make the formal 
presentation, or at least deliver the award. If no one is present, they will be delivered 
at some later date. 


In that group of associations under 20,000, the Rice County Bar Association was 
chosen. Its home base is Lyons, Kansas. It has 8 members. The president is Georgia 
E. Wells; Vice President, Hal Alderman; and Secretary-Treasurer, Bronce Jackson. If 
there is anyone that represents the Rice County Bar Association, would they kindly 
come forward. 


The Chairman recognizes Art Hodgson. 
Mr. HopcGson: I am a member, but not an officer. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Mr. Hodgson, as a representative of the Rice County Associa- 
tion, I present you with an Award of Honor of the Bar Association of the State of 
Kansas. 


Mr. HopGson: Thank you very much, President Haynes. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Congratulations. (Applause) 


MR. JONES: The next group is the group from 20,000 to 100,000, that’s the Johnson 
County Bar Association. They have 50 members located at Olathe, Kansas. The Presi- 
dent is Raymond C. Carr; Secretary, Harold Hammond; Treasurer, Joseph J. Davis, Jr. 
Now those are the officers during this period. I think they do have new officers now. 
{s there any member present who represents the Johnson County Bar Association? That 
award will be delivered later. 


The next Bar association is that in excess of 100,000. Of course we only have three 
Bars on that, that’s Kansas City, Topeka and Wichita. As stated in our report, the 
Wichita Bar Association won that award. Wichita has 366 members. The officers are 
Lawrence E. Curfman, President; Douglas E. Shay, Vice President; Robert Helsel, Sec- 
retary-Treasurer. 
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I'll ask George Collins, the present President of that Association, to come forward and 
receive that award. 


Mr. COLLINS: I think Lawrence Curfman should do that. At any rate, on behalf 
of Lawrence Curfman and the officers of the association last year, I am pleased and 
honored to accept this award. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Mr. Collins, we present you with an Award of Honor of the 
Bar Association of the State of Kansas. Congratulations. 


Mr. COLLINS: Thank you. (Applause) 


MR. JONES: That concludes our report on Local Bar Associations. [Editor's Note: 
The following list of Local Bar Associations shows pertinent information relative 
thereto] : 


DATA ON LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATIONS (JULY |, 1957) 





ALLEN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President G. E. Pees Tola 
Vice President John Foust lola 
Secretary Robert Talkington lola 
Treasurer Frank W. Taylor lola 


Annual Meeting: 2nd Tuesday in January 


ANDERSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Gwinn G. Shell 
-Treasurer Roy L. Cole 


Garnett 
Garnett 


Annual Meeting: 1st day of the March term 


ATCHISON BAR ASSOCIATION 


Atchison 
Atchison 


President Maurice P. O’Keefe 
Secretary-Treasurer Gerald W. Foley 


Annual Meeting: Last Saturday in September 


BARBER COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


Medicine Lodge 
Medicine Lodge 


President O. M. Wheat 
Secretary-Treasurer O. Mills 


Annual Meeting: June 


BARTON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


Great Bend 
Great Bend 


President Barton Carothers 
Secretary-Treasurer Warren Waggoner 


Annual Meeting: January 


BOOK AND SCALE BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harold B. Lewis Scott City 
Vice President Glendcn Rewerts Leoti 
-Treasurer William V. Dixon, Jr. Tribune 
Annual Meeting: October 


BOURBON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Douglas Hudson Fort Scott 
Vice President Earnest E. Blincoe Fort Scott 
Secretary Forrest E. Short Fort Scott 
Treasurer Harry W. Fisher Fort Scott 


Annual Meeting: June 


No. of Members 19 
Bar District 3 
Jud. District 37 


No. of Members 6 
Jud. District 4 
Bar District 3 


No. of Members 15 
Jud. District 2 
Bar District 1 


No. of Members 9 
Jud. District 24 
Bar District 7 


No. of Members 35 
Jud. District 20 
Bar District 7 


No. of Members 9 
Jud. District 32 
Bar District 9 


No. of Members 16 
Jud. District 6 
Bar District 3 
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BROWN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Chester C. Ingels Hiawatha No. of Members 9 
Secretary-Treasurer Paul B. Bailey Hiawatha Jud. District 22 
Bar District 1 


Annual Meeting: 1st Tuesday in January 
BUTLER COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Frantz Loriaux Augusta No. of Members 33 
Vice President Robert Bond El Dorado Jud. District 13 
Secretary-Treasurer Ervin E. Grant El Dorado Bar District 4 


Annual Meeting: Opening Day of November Term of Court 
CENTRAL KANSAS BAR ASSOCIATION 


President D. M. Ward Peabody No. of Members 190 
Secretary-Treasurer Mrs. Marlin Brown Council Grove Jud. District (13 counties 
in central Kansas) 
Annual Meeting: Semi-annually, May-October Bar Districts 4 & 5 
CHEROKEE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 

President Joe L. Henbest Columbus No. of Members 19 

Vice President C. R. Stauffacher Columbus Jud. District 11 

Secretary Mrs. Frances Bowersock Columbus Bar District 3 

Treasurer V. J. Bowersock Columbus 


Annual Meeting: First Monday in January 
CLAY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Wayne V. Ryan Clay Center No. of Members 9 
Secretary-Treasurer Frank D. Oberg Clay Center Jud. District 21 
Bar District 5 


Annual Meeting: On Call 
CLOUD COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President M. V. B. Van De Mark Concordia No. of Members 10 
Vice President Frank C. Baldwin Concordia Jud. District 12 
Secretary Dean Gibson Concordia Bar District 5 


Annual Meeting: Subject to call 
COWLEY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President V. J. Rosecrans Winfield No. of Members 38 
Vice President Donald Hickman Arkansas City Jud. District 19 
Secretary-Treasurer Grant Cole Winfield Bar District 4 


Annual Meeting: During January or February 
CRAWFORD COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harold H. Crook Pittsburg No. of Members 42 
Vice President William Grotheer Pittsburg Jud. District 38 
Secretary-Treasurer Ben Humphreys Girard Bar District 3 


Annual Meeting: Opening Day of —., Term of Court 


DECATUR COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John M. Bremer Oberlin No. of Members 6 
Jud. District 17 
Bar District 8 
Annual Meeting: May 


DICKINSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harold Bolton Abilene No. of Members 14 
Secretary-Treasurer James E. Ahearn Abilene Jud. District 8 
Bar District 5 


Annual Meeting: Fall—every two years 
DODGE CITY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Geo. R. Gould Dodge City No. of Members 30 
Secretary-Treasurer Byron G. Larson Dodge City Jud. District 31 
Bar District 9 


Annual Meeting: None—elect on vacancy 











24 The JOURNAL 


DONIPHAN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President F. H. Dillenback Troy No. of Members 6 
Vice President W. H. Strahan Troy Jud. District 22 
-Treasurer Jack Euler Troy Bar District 1 


Annual Meeting: January 
DOUGLAS COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President George V. Allen Lawrence No. of Members 55 
Vice President Wayne Allphin, Jr. Lawrence Jud. District 41 
retary-Treasurer Eugene C. Riling Lawrence Bar District 1 


Annual Meeting: Meetings 1st Thursday each month 
ELLIS COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 





President Norman W. Jeter Hays No. of Members 16 
Secretary-Treasurer Simon Roth, Jr. Hays Jud. District 23 
Bar District 8 
Annual Meeting: 
FINNEY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
President Bert J. Vance Garden City No. of Members 20 
Secretary-Treasurer Dale H. Corley Garden City Jud. District 32 


Bar District 9 
Annual Meeting: On Call 


FRANKLIN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John C. Quin Ottawa No. of Members 17 
Vice President Myron S. Steere Ottawa Jud. District 4 
Secretary-Treasurer Milo L. Harris Ottawa Bar District 1 


Annual Meeting: December 
HARPER COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President W. G. Muir Anthony No. of Members 11 
Vice President Ronald D. Albright Anthony Jud. District 24 
Secretary-Treasurer Myrtle Youngberg Anthony Bar District 7 


Annual Meeting: January 
HARVEY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President J. Sidney Nye Newton + No. of Members 21 
Vice President Bernard Peterson _ Jud. District 9 
Secretary-Treasurer Jessie Nye Warren Newto Bar District 6 


Annual Meeting: 2nd Monday in February, May _ November 
JOHNSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President James R. Bradley Olathe No. of Members 50 
Vice President James R. Hoover Prairie Village Jud. District 10 
Secretary Herbert Walton Olathe Bar District 1 
Treasurer Howard T. Payne Olathe 


Annual Meeting: Motion day in March each year 
KINGMAN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John McKenna Kingman No. of Members 10 
Secretary-Treasurer S. S. Alexander Kingman Jud. District 24 
Bar District 7 


Annual Meeting: January 
LABETTE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President E. W. Beeson Parsons No. of Members 23 
Vice President W. K. Dillenberger Oswego Jud. District 16 
Secretary-Treasurer H. L. Lane Parsons Bar District 3 


Annual Meeting: May. Meetings opening day of term in March, May and November 
LEAVENWORTH COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President C. H. Boone Leavenworth No. of Members 20 
Vice President J. H. Murray Leavenworth Jud. District 1 
Secretary J. E. Fussell Leavenworth Bar District 1 
Treasurer T. J. Brown, Jr. Leavenworth 


Annual Meeting: December 
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LINN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 





President Leighton A. Fossey Mound Cicy No. of Members 6 
Secretary-Treasurer John H. Morse Mound City Jud. District 6 

Bar District 3 

Annual Meeting: 
LYON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 

President Dale A. Spiegel Emporia No. of Members 20 
Vice President Roy U. Jordan Emporia Jud. District 5 
Secretary-Treasurer Wade A. Myers Emporia Bar District 4 


Annual Meeting: January 
McPHERSON COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John E. Altenborg Lindsborg No. of Members 18 
Secretary-Treasurer Robert Stover McPherson Jud. District 9 
Bar District 5 


Annual Meeting: April 
MARION COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 





President D. M. Ward Peabody No. of Members 14 

Vice President D. W. Wheeler Marion Jud. District 8 

Secretary-Treasurer Dean Batt Marion Bar District 5 

Annual Meeting: 
MARSHALL COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 

President Rowland Edwards Waterville No. of Members 10 

Secretary-Treasurer R. E. Ferguson Marysville Jud. District 21 
Bar District 5 


Annual Meeting: February 
MIAMI COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President R. I. Nicholson Paola No. of Members 18 
Vice President Karl V. Shawver, Jr. Paola Jud. District 6 
Secretary-Treasurer Robert H. Miller Paola Bar District 1 


Annual Meeting: June 
MITCHELL COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President R. L. Hamilton Beloit No. of Members 10 
Secretary-Treasurer Tweed W. Ross Beloit Jud. District 15 
Bar District 8 


Annual Meeting: 3rd Monday in April 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John F. O’Brien Independence No. of Members 51 
Vice President Walter Keith Coffeyville Jud. District 14 
Secretary Harold Gregg Independence Bar District 3 
Treasurer Reuben Weatherford Independence 


Annual Meeting: 1st Monday in February 
NEMAHA COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harry A. Lanning Seneca No. of Members 4 
Secretary-Treasurer Wm. M. Drumm Seneca Jud. District 22 
Bar District 2 


Annual Meeting: January 
NEOSHO COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 





President John C. McCall Chanute No. of Members 20 
Vice President Richard L. Ashley Chanute Jud. District 7 

-Treasurer Ruth Wiley Chanute No. of Members 20 

Annual Meeting: 
NORTHEAST KANSAS BAR ASSOCIATION 

President Harry A. i Seneca No. of Members 20 
Vice President Robert er Troy Jud. District 22 
Secretary-Treasurer John P. Quinlan Seneca Bar Districts 1 & 2 


Annual Meeting: May 
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NORTHWEST KANSAS BAR ASSOCIATION 


President W. H. Wagner, Jr. WaKeeney 
Vice President Harold Chase Salina 
Secretary-Treasurer Norman Jeter Hays 


Annual Meeting: April 


OSAGE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Mrs. Veva Light Ramskill 


Burlingame 
Secretary-Treasurer Mrs. Marian M. Burns 


Lyndon 
Annual Meeting: February 


OSBORNE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Dallas Cordill Osborne 
Vice President L. C. Bloomer Osborne 
Secretary-Treasurer Louis James Osborne 


Annual Meeting: 3rd Tuesday in April 


PAWNEE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President James R. Boyd Larned 


Annual Meeting: 





No. of Members — 
Jud. Districts 12, 15, 17, 


23, 30, 34 
Bar District 8 


No. of Members 11 
Jud. District 35 
Bar District 2 


No. of Members 7 
Jud. District 15 
Bar District 8 


No. of Members 8 
Jud. District 33 
Bar District 9 


POTTAWATOMIE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President D. M. Sparks St. Marys 
Vice President B. C. Pickering Wamego 
Secretary-Treasurer James E. Sullivan Wamego 


Annual Meeting: 1st day of April term of court 
PRATT COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Max Bucklin Pratt 
Vice President John Megaffin Pratt 
Secretary-Treasurer Don E. Brown Pratt 


Annual Meeting: May 
RENO COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President R. Y. Jones Hutchinson 
Secretary William Y. Chalfant Hutchinson 
Treasurer Elwin Cabbage Hutchinson 


Annual Meeting: Meetings 3rd Thursday each month 
RICE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Georgia E. Wells Lyons 
Vice President Hal Alderman Lyons 
Secretary-Treasurer Bronce Jackson Lyons 


Annual Meeting: 1st Tuesday in September 


RILEY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


Manhattan 
Manhattan 


President Charles D. Green 
Secretary John F. Stites 


Annual Meeting: Five meetings each year 


RUSSELL COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Charles Boyle Russell 
Vice President Harold W. McCombs Russell 
Secretary-Treasurer Robert Earnest Russell 


Annual Meeting: 1st Monday in January 


SALINA BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Robert B. Berkley Salina 
Vice President Jack N. Stewart Salina 
Secretary Lou Tickel Salina 


Annual Meeting: 3rd Thursday in December 


No. of Members 11 
Jud. District 36 
Bar District 2 


No. of Members 10 
Jud. District 24 
Bar District 7 


No. of Members 50 
Jud. District 40 
Bar District 7 


No. of Members 14 
Jud. District 20 
Bar District 7 


No. of Members 18 
Jud. District 21 
Bar District 5 


No. of Members 16 
Jud. District 23 
Bar District 8 


No. of Members 34 
Jud. District 30 
Bar District 5 
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SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT BAR ASSOCIATION 
President John N. Sherman, Jr. Chanute No. of Members — 
Jud. District 7 
Bar District 3 





Annual Meeting: 
SEWARD COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Chester A. Nordling Liberal No. of Members 16 
lst Vice President James D. Tack Liberal Jud. District 39 
2nd Vice President Grover Bryan Liberal Bar District 9 
Secretary Gene H. Sharp Liberal 


Annual Meeting: Spring 
SOUTHWEST KANSAS BAR ASSOCIATION 


President S. R. Blackburn Great Bend No. of Members — 

Vice President Maurice Wildgen Larned Jud. Districts 39, 33, 32, 

Secretary-Treasurer Z. Arthur Nevins, Jr. Dodge City 31, 20, 40, 24 & 25 
Bar Districts 7 & 9 


Annual Meeting: December. Mid-year meeting in September 
STAFFORD COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harry G. Wiles St. John No. of Members 12 
Vice President Evart Garvin St. John Jud. District 20 
Secretary-Treasurer Arlene McCandless St. John Bar District 7 


Annual Meeting: 1st Tuesday in May 
SUMNER COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Harlan C. Altman, Jr. Wellington No. of Members 18 
Vice President Donald Hyten Wellington Jud. District 25 
Secretary Lewis E. Nugen Wellington Bar District 6 


Annual Meeting: December 
THOMAS COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Leon N. Roulier Colby No. of Members 6 
Secretary Sam W. G. Lowe Colby Jud. District 34 
Bar District 8 


Annual Meeting: On Call 
TOPEKA BAR ASSOCIATION 


President Barton Griffith Topeka No. of Members 204 
Ist Vice President Warren Shaw Topeka Jud. District 3 

2nd Vice President Clayton E. Kline Topeka Bar District 2 
Secretary-Treasurer Jack Quinlan Topeka 


Annual Meeting: March 
WICHITA BAR ASSOCIATION 


President George B. Collins Wichita No. of Members 370 
Vice President Wm. I. Robinson Wichita Jud. District 18 
Secretary-Treasurer Orval L. Fisher Wichita Bar District 6 
Executive Secretary Mrs. Lucille Flinn Wichita 


Annual Meeting: January 
WYANDOTTE COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 


President John J. Bukaty Kansas City No. of Members 165 
Vice President Leonard O. Thomas Kansas City Jud. District 29 
Secretary Stephen J. Dolinar Kansas City Bar District 1 
Treasurer Joe Swinehart Kansas City 


Annual Meeting: December 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Ladies and gentlemen, we have with us this morning a gentle- 
man that I think deserves his title, from one coast to the other of these United States, 
Mr. Bar Association. I want you to meet our speaker who will address you at the banquet 
this evening, held in this room, The Honorable Cecil E. Burney of Corpus Christi, Texas. 
Will you come forward please? (Applause) 
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HONORING OF RECENTLY RETIRED JUDGES 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We have some new honorary members of the Association all 
of whom are Judges who have retired under the State retirement plan, and if they are 
here, I wish they could come forward as I call their names and I will present them with 
the honorary membership card. 


Is Judge Karl A. Miller here? 
Judge James P. Coleman? 
Justice Walter G. Thiele? 
Justice W. W. Harvey? 
Justice William A. Smith? 
Judge E. L. Fisher? 


In their absence, we will send these to them, or present them at a later time during 
the meeting. 


We will now have the report of the Historical Committee by Dallas Knapp, Coffey- 
ville, Kansas. 


HISTORICAL COMMITTEE—50-YEAR AWARDS 


Mr. KNAPP: Mr. President and Members of the Association. A comparatively small 
number of the many admitted to the Bar ever reach their 50th milestone in the practice 
of the profession. This is one of the most significant landmarks encountered by the 
ptactitioner in the practice, and he who reaches it, occupies an important place. Thus 
with mature judgment and wide experience of the years, they possess recognized ability, 
and meet the problems of the day, complex as they are. They still have an ambition to 
look forward and make plans for the future. The old statement that a man after fifty 
years in the practice begins to lose his keenness of perception, his ability to carry on, is 
not borne out by the facts, as many are able to carry on and accomplish much as they 
continue in the profession. 

Since the meeting in Kansas City in 1956, the following members of the Bar have 
reached that station, as they have practiced for fifty years and hereby are presented cer- 
tificates in honor of the completion of fifty years of continuous service as an attorney 
and counselor at law. As I read them, will you come forward, so all can see you. This 
is the third time that awards have been made by the Association. 


S. S. Alexander, Kingman 
James P. Coleman, Junction City 
Henry Lampl, Wichita 
John C. Quin, Ottawa 
Arthur W. Relihan, Smith Center 
Owen S. Samuel, Emporia 
Jerry E. Driscoll, Russell 
J. R. Hyland, Washington 
W. E. Broadie, Winfield 
W. W. Parker*Emporia 
| Edward C. Flood, Hays 
) H. W. Cramer, La Crosse 
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The President of our Association will present the certificates. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Congratulations, gentlemen. I hope you have another fifty 
years in the practice of law. (Applause) 


These other certificates will be presented through the local Bar associations to which 
the respective honorees belong. 


We will now have the report of the Kansas Bar Foundation Committee, of which 
L. J. Bond of El Dorado is the Chairman. Mr. Bond. 


THE KANSAS BAR FOUNDATION 
Mr. BOND: Mr. President, members of the Bar Association, and guests. 


A year ago this committee was appointed to study the question of establishing a 
Kansas Bar Foundation; and we secured a great deal of information from other Bar 
foundations in states in this immediate area, and all over the United States. A good 
number of the larger cities have Bar foundations. I think most of you understand the 
nature and purpose of a Bar foundation. It enables lawyers by bequest or by gift to 
create a fund tax exempt that may be used for purposes that are well worthwhile to 
the lawyers of this state. 


I have a short report here, and I have one or two other things to say. 


Your Bar Foundation Committee of the Kansas Bar Association, consisting of John 
F. Hayes of Hutchinson, Robert E. Russell of Topeka, Robert G. Braden of Wichita, 
L. W. Raynolds from Emporia, Ellis Bever of Wichita, Richard B. Stevens of Lawrence, 
and L. J. Bond of El Dorado, with William M. Beall of Clay Center, as ex-officio 
member, reports as follows: 


The Committee made a study of other Bar foundations of the United States, and se- 
cured copies of articles of incorporation and by-laws of such foundations from a num- 
ber of other states and cities. The Committee did considerable research work and came 
to the conclusion, by unanimous vote, that a Bar foundation should be organized and 
established by the lawyers of Kansas. 

Following the approval of the Executive Council of the Bar Association, the Com- 
mittee prepared by-laws* and articles of incorporation* for the Kansas Bar Foundation 
and made application for a charter, which was filed in the Office of the Secretary of 
State on February 18, 1957. 

We had the very helpful cooperation of John W. Shuart, Executive Secretary of the 
Bar Association, and he is entitled to much credit for his assistance to the Committee 
in securing for us much data that was valuable to the Committee. The members of the 
Committee spent much time and effort in completing the incorporation of the Founda- 
tion and we are hopeful that the Foundation will receive funds from many sources to 
carry out the purposes of the Foundation. The lawyers of Kansas, as well as other 
persons, now have a medium through which they may contribute funds to be used to 
carry out the purposes for which the Foundation was organized, and the Committee also 
feels that much good can be accomplished through this Foundation. We commend to 


*Text of bylaws and articles of incorporation appears in May, 1957, Bar Journal, commencing at pages 345 
and 349, respectively. 
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the lawyers of Kansas their Bar Foundation and hope it will receive the financial sup- 
port of the lawyers of this State. 

The articles of incorporation provide that the Foundation shall be managed and con- 
trolled by a board of trustees, to be elected by the lawyers of Kansas. The President, 
President-Elect and the Executive Secretary of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas 
are made ex-officio members of the board of trustees and six additional trustees shall 
be selected at the annual meeting of the Bar Association, and we therefore suggest you 
appoint a nominating committee to nominate trustees of the Foundation for the coming 
year and that action be taken to select them as the by-laws provide before the adjourn- 
ment of the convention. 


As Chairman of the Committee I wish to express my appreciation to each and every 
rember of the committee and to John W. Shuart, and the other officers and members 
of the Executive Council and all others who have helped and cooperated in carrying out 
the work assigned to us. 


Now I want to read about four or five lines from the article of incorporation. 


“The purposes of this Bar Foundation: To advance the science of jurisprudence; to 
promote the efficient administration of justice and uniformity of judicial proceedings 
and decisions; to elevate the ethical standards of the Bench and the Bar; to promote 
and improve the study of law and research therein, and the continuing education of 
lawyers; to cause to be published and to be distributed, addresses, reports, treatises and 
other literary works on legal subjects; to improve relations between the members of the 
legal profession and the public; to foster, promote and maintain the honor, integrity 
and general welfare of the profession of law; to receive, manage, take, hold real and 
personal property by gift, grant, devise or bequest and to convert, sell, sign, transfer, 
reinvest and otherwise deal with all the properties held by the corporation and all 
additions thereto, as in the discretion of the Board of Trustees shall be deemed best 
to promote and accomplish the purposes of the corporation.” 


Now there are some other things in them that might be interesting to you, but I am 
not going to read them. 


I want to say this, that the Bar Foundation Committee has not made any steps to 
raise funds for the Foundation. I don’t know what the next Board of Trustees will do 
about that. I know this, this is a valuable organization for the lawyers of Kansas. Of 
course you all know I am a strong believer in Bar Association work, and an organiza- 
tion of this sort. The reports we have had from other states state and show that much 
good comes from these Bar foundations. It is inconceivable to me that a man would 
try to practice law in the State of Kansas and not support his Bar Association of this 
state. 


Now if each lawyer in Kansas were to contribute as much as $50.00 to the Bar 
Foundation, we would start out with about $50,000 with which to commence the work. 
And after all, I venture to say, that nearly any member of this Association or any per- 
son, whether he’s a lawyer or otherwise, that contributes that much, 30 days from now 
he wouldn’t know it was gone. But I am not soliciting any contributions. Now comes 
the most amazing part of what I have to say. 


Mr. President, I hand you the by-laws and the charter, and the report. 


STATE LIN?ARY 
TOPEKA, KAI 5. 
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Now, somebody has to start this thing, and this is the amazing thing. I doubt if the 
President would ever conceive that the Chairman of this Committee would make the 
first contribution to the Bar Foundation. I hand you my check for $100.00 as my con- 
tribution to the Bar Foundation and I sincerely hope that from time to time I will 
make other contributions. 


Inasmuch as that is the first check, it might be wise before you deposit it to frame it 
and hang it on the wall of the office in Topeka. (Laughter) 


Anyway, I hope all of you will support this foundation, and I think you will find it 
is a well worthwhile enterprise for the lawyers of this state. 


Thank you very much. (Applause) 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, Jack Bond. Thank you for the check, 
and thank you for a good report. 


Ladies and gentlemen, you have heard the report of the Committee on the Kansas 
Bar Foundation. They are recommendations. What is your pleasure? 


MEMBER: I move it be approved. 
MEMBER: Second. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: It has been regularly moved and seconded that the report be 
approved, as well as the recommendations. Is there any discussion? Those in favor will 
indicate by the usual voting sign of aye. Those opposed. The motion is carried. 


Mr. Shuart, I hand you the report of the Kansas Bar Foundation Committee, together 


with the articles of incorporation, and the check of L. J. Bond in the amount of $100.00, 
payable to the Kansas Bar Foundation, as the first contribution toward that worthy 
cause. 


The Trustees of the Kansas Bar Foundation will be appointed later during this annual 
meeting. 

We will now have the report on Lawyer Referral Services by Mr. Everett E. Steerman 
of Emporia. 


LAWYER REFERRAL SERVICES 


Mr. STEERMAN: Your Committee on Lawyer Referral Services desires to make the 
following report. 


The work formerly handled by the Committee on Legal Aid and Lawyer Referral and 
the Committee on Legal Assistance to Servicemen has been coordinated and has been 
handled during the past year and will be handled in the future by this Committee. This 
action taken by the council is in line with the suggestion made upon the adoption of 
the report of the Committee on Legal Aid and Lawyer Referral at the last annual 
meeting of this association. 


During this year a large number of individuals have called upon the Committee for 
assistance. These legal matters have been directed to the Chairman, and by him assigned 
to an attorney, in the county where the legal assistance was to be given, who had there- 
tofore expressed willingness to handle such legal matters even though no fee or com- 
pensation could be expected. 
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These requests for legal assistance further demonstrate that there is a real need for 
a more comprehensive plan which would not only give to those living in the cities a 
legal aid and Lawyer Referral program but would afford persons living in the smaller 
towns and rural communities legal help in those cases where the individual cannot pay 
a fee for such services. 


A number of the matters submitted to the Committee during the past year came to 
the attention of the Committee too late for anyone to be of assistance. In other words, 
the time for appeal had elapsed or the statutes of limitations had run. It would seem 
that there are those in this so-called enlightened nation of ours that have no knowledge 
as to their legal rights and even less knowledge as ot the procedure that might be 
followed or how to go about securing legal assistance. Some of these have stated that 
they understood that they could not expect legal help and advice from an attorney 
unless they had the money to pay a fee. 


In furtherance of coordinating the work of the two committees heretofore existing 
and in line with the action taken by this association, the Committee met at the mid- 
year meeting of the association at Hutchinson, Kansas, for the purpose of outlining a 
more complete and comprehensive plan of work and at that time re-examined and re- 
appraised the plan which had heretofore been submitted by previous committees cover- 
ing the various phases of the work to determine whether certain changes in the plan 
should be made. It was the opinion of those members present at this meeting that the 
state-wide plan for legal aid and lawyer referral should be set up on a judicial district 
basis rather than on an arbitrary ten districts, to be designated by the President and 
Council of the association. This would tend to consolidate the work in the district with 
the District judge as a possible ex-officio member of the district committee, or, in any 
event, in an advisory capacity so that all legal aid and lawyer referral matters would be 
expeditiously handled. It was also the feeling of a majority of those members present 
that no fee schedule should be set up by the state committee but should be left to the 
district committee, if such a schedule was to be adopted. Also, the members present 
were of the opinion that further study should be given as to the nature of the publicity 
to be given in putting the state-wide plan into effect, and make sure it is understood 
that legal assistance will be given only to those who cannot afford to procure legal 
help for themselves. 


During this past year additional material and data has been made available to the 
Committee from legal aid organizations and lawyer referral committees throughout the 
country. In fact, through the efforts of the American Bar Association Committees, a 
great deal of work is being done on these subjects throughout the United States. The 
Chairman of this Committee attended the American Bar Association meeting in Dallas 
and the sessions of the Standing Committees on Legal Aid and Lawyer Referral; he also 
attended the mid-year American Bar meeting in Chicago and the sessions of these 
committees. Many of the problems in setting up an over-all plan were discussed which 
would give full coverage on legal assistance and lawyer referral throughout this nation. 
We have had legal aid and lawyer referral installations in the larger cities for many 
years but it is now recognized that the small towns and communities should be afforded 
an equal opportunity to have this legal assistance for those living in those areas that 
are not financialy able to pay for such assistance. It is the intention of those having 








PROCEEDINGS OF ANNUAL MEETING (1957) 33 


to do with the work of legal aid and lawyer referral that in the near future there will 
be a full coverage of all areas of this nation and that everyone will be informed that 
such services are available and will be made available by competent attorneys upon 
application therefor. In turn, the legal profession, through the organized bar, will 
receive recognition for these services which have, in most cases, been given in the past 
by attorneys gratuitously. This will assist, to a degree, in overcoming the feeling held 
by some that the lawyer works only upon a mercenary basis. 


A number of legal matters were handled during this year by this Committee for and 
on behalf of personnel in the armed forces and their immediate families. The demand 
for such help varies year to year, but as it has been conclusively demonstrated in the 
past and as shown in the reports of the committee originally on war work and later the 
Committee on Legal Assistance to Servicemen, this work must be continued so long 
as this need continues. It is well to assume such need will continue so long as we have 
military forces in all parts of the world. The Chairman of this Committee is a member 
of the Committee of the American Bar Association on Legal Assistance to Servicemen 
and has attended the meeting of that committee in Dallas and also in Chicago and will 
attend the meeting of the American Bar Association committee at the Rocky Mountain 
Regional Meeting at Denver in May. As has been reported heretofore, the American 
Bar Association committee coordinates the work of all of the various state and county 
bar committees throughout the nation in an over-all organization which provides legal 
assistance to military personnel. 


The Chairman of this Committee has been invited to be present at the military in- 
stallation at Fort Riley on the 14th of May, at which time General Hickman will visit 
and inspect the facilities of the Judge Advocate General Department of that installa- 
tion. All of these undertakings for and on behalf of your association gives rise to good 
public relations and from the many letters and communications received by the com- 
mittee is one of the finest pieces of work that is being handled by the organized bar. 


It is recommended that this committee continue with its work towards a more com- 
prehensive plan for legal assistance and lawyer referral in the State of Kansas during 
the coming year; and that the Council be authorized to allocate a reasonable sum of 
money in the budget to defray the necessary expenses of placing the plan into effect 
as soon as the plan is approved. 


Respectfully submitted, 


STANLEY LIND B. G. LARSON 

RAY BRIMAN LEO WETTA 

BILL R. COLE C. L. CLARK 

RAYMOND BELT CLAYTON M. Davis, Ex-Officio 
THOMAS BOONE EVERETT E. STEERMAN, Chairman. 
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Mr. STEERMAN: You may remember during the last meeting of this Association, 
it was voted to put into effect a plan, a state plan, for legal aid lawyer referral. At the 
mid-year meeting, the committee decided that we were not ready to inaugurate such 
a plan and that we should give it some further study. The plan that has been outlined 
and submitted to this Association in past reports provided for creating ten districts, 
that is, they were to be arbitrary districts from the state, and that there would be a 
legal aid committee in each district. It was the thinking of the members of the present 
committee that this should possibly be on a district or a judicial district basis, and we 
are giving some further thought and study to that. In addition to that, there is no other 
state in the United States that has a legal aid and lawyer referral statewide plan. In 
other words, the State of Kansas again is inaugurating something that is new, and we 
want to be sure we are right before we go to the expense of setting up this plan. 


Another thing that we talked about was trying to work out a schedule of minimum 
fees or fees that would be applicable under the legal aid plan undertaken by this 
Association. We have now come to the conclusion that that is possibly not wise, except 


after the districts are set up; if they feel that something like that is necessary, they 
should do that. 


_ So these remarks, and the formal report, have to do with further study, and I sin- 
cerely hope at the next annual meeting that we can bring before you and present a 
statewide plan that will be to your liking, something worthwhile and something that 
again will be a precedent for other states to follow in going forward to this overall 
legal aid lawyer referral, legal assistance to servicemen, which is very, very important, 
one of the finest pieces of public relations that the organized Bar is doing, and of 
course this work that we're doing here is coordinated with the work that is done, if 
ic is, being done, by the American Bar Association, and I say to you, because I am on 
the Committee of the American Bar Association Committee on Legal Assistance to 


Servicemen, and I say to you that they are doing a marvelous piece of work, and all of 
us can be proud of it. 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of the formal report. There is a recommendation 
that the Council authorize a reasonable sum of money for setting up the plan, if and 
when it is finally put into effect. I might say in connection with that expense, that 
there will be considerable printing to be done in setting up this plan, that is, there 
must be some publicity given to the plan, or it will be of little assistance to the public 
generally. We must let the people know that we have the service, that it is available, 


that we have competent lawyers that will help them if they don’t have money to pay 
for that service. 





I move the adoption of the report, Mr. President. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Ladies and gentlemen, you have heard the motion. Is there a 
second? s 


Mr. DouGLas Hupson: As I understand it, this committee is asking for funds. 
Has the budget bureau passed it, or not? 


Mr. STEERMAN: I can’t say, I think there was a small item in the budget last year, 
but we didn’t spend one cent of it. 
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Mr. HuDSON: Well, I'll second the motion, then. 
(Motion passed.) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Ladies and gentlemen, I am about to have the pleasure to 
present to you a man with an unshakeable conviction. Because an editor of a periodical 
knows more about this gentleman than I do, I am going to quote some from what has 
been said. 


“In 1916, the editor of a Philadelphia daily hired a red headed reporter fresh from 
high school. The cub turned out to be a new nose and omniscient and in a few months 
had worked himself up from $7.00 to $25.00 a week. Forty years later the cub was 
on his way to Moscow to probe the Iron Curtain corners with the sharp authority of 
a practiced analyst. But here the tale twists. The cub had not continued to rise until 
he was editor of America’s leading paper, or even its top foreign correspondent. He 
was, instead, a lawyer. Despite the shift from breaks to briefs, David Farrel Maxwell 
fit smoothly into the hallmark of the American success story. For him, reporting was 
the financial route to a law degree, and a law degree a passport to eminence. 


“No one doubts that the right peg is in the right hole. Mr. Maxwell is a tough 
minded, firm handed administrator who knows the law as well or better than anyone 
of the American Bar Association’s 100,000 members. Newly admitted attorneys may 
quake a little when he walks through the Philadelphia offices of Edmonds, Obermayer 
and Riebman, where he is third-ranking partner, and they wouldn’t work for anyone 
else. Mr. Maxwell’s grasp of parliamentary procedure is legendary, and he is an un- 
assailable savant where his specialty, corporate law, is concerned. 


“His last journalistic assignment was the editorship of the Pennsylvania Law Review 
before he got his LL.B. from the University of Pennsylvania Law School in 1924. But 
he has not been amorphised into a chairbound solicitor. Cases have taken him to 
Venezuela, Switzerland, Denmark and even to India where he untangled a complicated 
tax snarl for a client. His trip to Russia was in the interests of a perennial client named 
Justice. He traveled with a group of equally distinguished lawyers, including the Bar 
Association’s outgoing president. The company had a single-minded purpose to in- 
vestigate the status of law in the Soviet Union, to find out if there were any legal 
system there that protected the rights of the ordinary citizen. Their findings have re- 
inforced Mr. Maxwell’s hatred of communism. Mr. Maxwell's words pound with the 
force of religious conviciton when he speaks of the church in relation to law, a con- 
viction strengthened by his Russian experience. ‘Lawyers stand forthright for a govern- 
ment-under law and not under men. Interests of churchmen and lawyers are mutual, 
They should stand together in protecting the freedoms which attracted our ancestors 
in the 17th century. There is in Russia, of course, a constitution which guarantees re- 
ligious freedom, but so long as the men who administer the law are not answerable 
to the people, so long as they continue to be unscrupulous in their regard for the re- 
ligious precept of our Saviour there is little likelihood that the people there will enjoy 
the true freedom of religious worship as we understand it in this country.” 


Ladies and gentlemen, I present to you, the Honorable David F. Maxwell of 
Philadelphia, the President of the American Bar Association. (The audience rises and 
applauds. ) 
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ADDRESS OF THE A.B.A. PRESIDENT 


Mr. MAXWELL: Thank you very much, President Haynes, for that very gracious 
introduction. I think the misstatement of the editor is something like a very exquisite 
perfume, it’s good to inhale, but it’s not intended to be swallowed. At any rate, I am 
very grateful to you for it. 


My first words to you must be those of appreciation on behalf of Mrs. Maxwell and 
myself for the very cordial reception we have received, and for the hospitality which; 
you already have accorded to us. 


I am very happy to be with you today, particularly for two reasons, and whenever 
I mention “two reasons”, I do so with some temerity because I am reminded of the 
story of the Philadelphia lawyer who on one hot June day, and those of you who at- 
tended the convention in Philadelphia in 1955 will remember how hot it can get in 
Philadelphia—at any rate, on this particular hot June day the Philadelphia lawyer came 
into court without his coat or his tie and argued a case, which he very promptly lost. 
A week or so later, he met the judge on the street and the judge said to him, “I pre- 
sume that you think that you lost that case because you had the temerity to argue it 
in court without your coat or without your tie that day.” The lawyer said, “I don’t 
know, Your Honor, what your reason was, but if that had been the reason, it would 
have been a damn sight better than the one you gave.” (Laughter) 


At any rate, I do have two reasons for being glad to be here. One is to be with so 
many of my good friends from your Bar with whom I have worked for many years 
in the vineyard of the American Bar Association. I see, for example, sitting down here 
the redoubtable Douglas Hudson, the inimitable Douglas Hudson, and I still remember 
his magnificent speech to the House of Delegates when he referred to “those chocolate 
brown girls” in his magnificent defense of the proposition that Hawaii should be 
granted statehood, and his many other debates on the floor of the House. 


And then, too, it does grieve me to be here without a chance to exchange greetings 
and to visit with my old friend Gene Stanley. He was one of the greatest savants the 
Bar had and you and Kansas can very well be very proud of him. 


I never will forget when we had that dynamic debate on the floor of the House of, 
Delegates in Boston when the issue was whether or not the Association should go on 
record as favoring the Bricker Amendment; and those of you who happen to read 
Life Magazine will remember his gray locks were swaying in the breeze and his arm 
elevated in the enthusiasm with which he debated in favor of the Association going 
on record for the Bricker Amendment, and his argument had a lot to do with carrying 
the day. 


And then, too, you have sent us such outstanding men as George Powers, who I 
understand has so graciously stepped aside his job as a delegate to New York and 
London in favor of your in-coming president. 


And then we have that stalwart Bill Cary, who is presently your state delegate, and 
who is giving your State of Kansas excellent representation. 

And my second reason for being delighted to be with you today is to come as a 
member of the official family of the Association to extend to you, this voluntary Bar 
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Association, and I think one of the most successful voluntary Bar associations in the 
country, our appreciation of the fine cooperation which you have accorded the Amer- 
ican Bar Association in its projects recently. We came to you, as you remember, two 
years ago, and we asked you to subscribe liberally toward the erection of our center 
on the University of Chicago campus and you responded nobly. And then last year 
we came to you again, and we said, we need more members, we want to be truly repre- 
sentative of the Bar of this country, and once more you took off your coats and rolled 
up your sleeves and went to work, and Kansas stood among the first of the states in 
that membership drive. 


And as a result of those efforts which you have put forth, and which have been put 
forth by Bar associations all over the country, we now have on the beautiful mall of 
the University of Chicago campus an edifice functional, an architectural gem worth 
at least two million dollars, providing us with all the facilities necessary to carry on 
the work for the organized Bar. We have a membership today of approximately 90,000 
lawyers, and I am very happy to say that although 30,000 of those lawyers came in last 
year, at the end of the fiscal year up to July 1, 1956, between July 1, 1956, and March 
31, 1957, our membership has increased by approximately 8,500, which is twice the 
rate of any normal year prior to the campaign year last year, which shows that we are 
not only holding the line, but that we are still advancing without any special campaign 
or without any special urging, which must be a recognition on the part of the lawyers 
of America that the American Bar Association today has something to offer. And as 
a result of these efforts, we now have a budget of approximately a million dollars a 
vear, which gives us the resources with which to work and with which to carry on our 
research projects. So we have the equipment, we have the personnel, and we have the 
money, and in giving us those, you lawyers of America have displayed complete con4 
fidence in us, and it is our intention to keep the faith with you. 


And so we have dedicated this administration to service for lawyers, and that is what 
we have been trying to do from the beginning, from the time I took office on Septem- 
ber Ist. 


Now I am not going to take much of your time to tell you exactly what we have 
done for lawyers, and I want to say that I make no apology for the platform we have 
this year. We haven't stopped our work in the public interest, we haven't stopped our 
work on the research side, but I think it’s time that we began to do something for the 
lawyers as well as for the public and others. Because I believe that the lawyers are 
the bulwark of this Nation against communism, that is the first line of defense to 
protect the liberties of the people, that the lawyers are by training and experience best 
qualified to go into the Congress and the legislative halls to protect the rights of the 
people. Therefore I say that we ought to keep the lawyers strong economically and 
politically independent, and that is part of our program this year. 


Now what have we done, and I just want to give you a brief rundown, because I 
do want to discuss one important issue with you before I leave you today. 


We have brought to you a monthly news bulletin, in which we try to keep you up to 
date with the activities of the American Bar Association in the halls of Congress in its 
efforts to improve the administration of justice, and in its zealousness to raise the 
economic standards of the legal profession. 
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- Now I should like to ask you, if I may, by way of sampling, how many of you here 

read that bulletin, the news bulletin which comes out once a month? Will you raise 
your hands? Well that’s a perfectly splendid showing, what I would expect from a 
Bar with the spirit that this Bar has. How do you like it? You like it fine. Well, I'm 
glad to hear that. 


In addition to that, we promised to bring you an insurance program to protect your 
family in the event of your premature death and on your old age when you pass away. 
We think we have brought you a pretty good one and a very cheap one; but up until 
this year, it only applied to those of you who were under the age of 55. This year we 
have brought you a new plan by which any of you between the ages of 55 and 70, 
which I like to refer to as the middle years of life, are eligible for this insurance, for 
$5,000. I think it’s the cheapest premium that has ever been offered to a professional 
group in this country. 


And thirdly, we have been exerting an all-out effort to procure the passage of the 
Jenkins-Keogh Bill. Now when I first started this tour around the country, and it is 
becoming so customary now for me that on Easter Sunday, when we had 12 at our 
family breakfast, and Mrs. Maxwell put the grapefruit in front of me, I got up and I 
said, “Now my topic for this morning will be. . .” (laughter) and it gets to be a 
little bit of a matter of habit. Now about the Jenkins-Keogh Bill, when I first began 
this tour, very few lawyers around the country knew anything about it. Now I would 
like to ask you in this audience who ever heard of the Jenkins-Keogh Bill to raise your 
hands. Well, that’s still not enough. Now I just want to take one minute to tell you 
what it’s all about. The Jenkins-Keogh Bill, which is HR 9 and 10, proposes to permit 
lawyers to set aside a proportion of their income each year up to 10%, or the sum 
of $5,000, whichever is the lesser, into a recognized pension fund upon which Federal 
income taxes would be deferred until they reached the age of retirement, which is 65. 
Now that is a privilege which is presently enjoyed by the executives of most of the 
large corporations of this country. It is a privilege which is enjoyed by the members 
of most of the large labor unions of the country, but it is not enjoyed at this moment 
by the 10,000,000 self-employed persons. This law does not apply just to lawyers, 
although I have heard it branded a lawyers’ bill, it is far from it—it applies to all self- 
employed persons, to the druggist on the corner, to the farmer, to the small business 
man, to the doctor and the dentist and the accountant and so forth. And it is a law 
which will bring them in on a parity with those who have been more favored by our 
tax laws up until this time. 


Now the American Bar Association prior to the election set up a committee, and 
I understand your committee in Kansas has been very active, of one Democratic mem- 
ber and one Republican member to solicit the votes, an expression of the opinion of 
the members of Congress, as to whether they favored this bill. And we had an over- 
whelming majority of the Congress prior to the election indicate themselves as being 
in favor of the bill. Well, you would think we would have no difficulty under those 
circumstances getting it out of the committee. But there's a gentleman named Cooper 
from Tennessee who takes rather a dim view of this bill, and he happns to be chair 
man of the Ways and Means Committee of the House; and so we have to continue 
our work by having all of you and all of your friends who are doctors and dentists, 
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and self-employed persons ask your Congressman to have Mr. Cooper, Jere Cooper of 
Tennessee, take that bill out of his pocket and bring it out on the floor of the House, 
because once we get it on the floor of the House, we are sure that it will be adopted. 
For twelve years we've been trying to get this bill through, and we haven't succeeded 
yet, and this is the year when it must be done, and can be done with your cooperation 
and your help. I understand, at your Executive Council meeting, you adopted a resolu- 
tion and that you will adopt one at your final session, favoring HR 9 and 10, and I’m 
delighted to hear that, and if you will follow on up by having each of you individually 
write to your Congressman, pat him on the back because he’s now in favor of the bill, 
but tell him. to get it out of committee, to use all of the help he can to get it out of 
committee, then we'll be on the march. 

Next, I heard the gentleman who made the report immediately before mine talk about 
the aid that you are giving to the men in the Armed Forces. Well, the American Bar 
Association is trying to take that one step farther. We believe that lawyers in the 
Armed Forces are as good as doctors or dentists or veterinarians. (Applause) And 
therefore we think that they are entitled to the same rating and the same pay as doc- 
tors and dentists and veterinarians, which they are not now receiving; and so we have 
caused to be introduced into the Congress a bill which will bring this about, and we 
sincerely hope that again, with the complete cooperation of the organized Bar that our 
effort in this respect can be successful. 

Now time does not permit me to go into all the ramifications of our program repre- 
senting service for lawyers, but I do want to mention one more thing, and that has to 
do with reforms in administrative procedure. You will remember that the second 
Hoover Commission, of which I happened to have had the honor of being a member 
of the task force, came out with certain reforms in the administration of administrative 
law. Now I am not going to go into them, they are in the public interest, and they are 
all very salutary. I do want to touch on one or two in which lawyers are primarily in- 
terested. If any of you have ever had a case before an administrative tribunal in Wash- 
ington, and particularly the Treasury Department, and have been so naive as to have 
taken your client down there with the expectation that you would be able to argue your 
case with your client present, without having first complied with the regulations of that 
agency, I am sure that you have been sadly disillusioned. 

There are some 72 odd administrative agencies of the Federal Government covering 
every phase of human life that you can possibly imagine, and of those 72 agencies, there 
must be at least 30 which have their own rules and regulations of admission for prac- 
tice. Let me tell you for example, that in the Treasury Department, they spend a half 
a million dollars of the taxpayers’ money every year to investigate the character of 
lawyers admitted to practice before the Treasury Department. 

Now we in the American Bar Association feel that if you happen to be a member 
of the Supreme Court of the State of Kansas, and presumably your bar committees have 
investigated your character and found you fit for admission to the Supreme Court of 
Kansas, and your academic qualifications have been passed on presumably by state Bar 
examinations, and you have been found good enough to be a member of the Bar of 
the Supreme Court of Kansas, we think then you are good enough to practice law be- 
fore any administrative tribunal in Washington without any further to-do. (Applause) 

And so we have introduced a bill in the Congress to bring that about. 
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Secondly, we believe that any person with a cause before the Congress or before an 
administrative agency is entitled to be represented by counsel, which is not true now, 
believe it or not, in all the departments of Government. 


And thirdly, we believe that these arbitrary and absurd limitations to the amount of 
counsel fees which a lawyer can get in appearing before certain administrative tribunals 
in the interests of a client should be eliminated and that a lawyer in good conscience 
should be permitted to fix his fees himself without any arbitrary posting by the Con- 


gress. 


Now lawyers since time immemorial have been excoriated by our literati, and it gives 
me great concern today as it is becoming more prevalent than ever. Let me turn back 
a few pages of history for you and take you to a passage in the “Merchant of Venice”, 
if I can remember it. 

“So the outward shows are least themselves, 

The world is still deceived with ornament; 

In law what plea so tainted and corrupt 

But being seasoned with a gracious voice 

Obscures the show of evil.” 
Not very complimentary to lawyers. If you want a worse one from Shakespeare, you 
can turn to Henry VI, and when as you remember was about to become king, and Dick 
turned to him and said, “Yes, and the first thing we do, let’s kill all the lawyers.” 
(Laughter) Do you think that’s funny? It’s happening today. At the very time when 
Shakespeare was condemning lawyers in those emphatic words, Sir Edward Lord Coke 
was leading a small determined band of lawyers in the parliament of 1628 which suc- 
ceeded in wresting from a most reluctant monarch, Charles the First, a petition of right 
that established for all time the civil liberties of the people of England and confirmed 
the rights which the barons had obtained at Runnymede 300 years before in 1215. It 
took history to get Lord Edward Coke and his band of lawyers credit for what they 
were doing in those days while they were being condemned by Shakespeare; and while 
men like Sir Francis Bacon who was at the top at that time and who believed that it 
was perfectly proper for the parties litigant to bribe the members of the judiciary on 
the king’s bench, and who probably was the one who drew Shakespeare’s fire. 


And let’s come down 300 years later. Come down, for example to the time of Charles 
Dickens, and what did Charles Dickens say in Bleak House about Jarndyce and Jarn- 
dyce? “Continuing its weary length interminably”, or words to that effect. And at that 
time, again there was a small band of English lawyers who were doing their utmost to 
reform the whole administration of criminal and civil law in England, and they had 
been led by Jeremy Bentham, who you will all remember for the great work he did in 
rewriting the statutes of Great Britain, and yet at that time Dickens was poking fun 
at them, and it wasn’t until history was written that Jeremy Bentham and his lawyer 
friends got credit for what they were doing. 


And come down to the Revolutionary days. Come down to Peter Zenger and the 
printing machine, which gave origin to the expression “a Philadelphia lawyer”, “it takes 


a Philadelphia lawyer.” How many of you know that story? You have all heard it. 
How many here know the story about a Philadelphia lawyer? Raise ~— hands. No- 
body knows it. Well then I can tell it to you. 
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There was a man named Peter Zenger in New York. He ran a small, clandestine 
printing establishment in the basement of a place in New York City, and he had the 
courage and the forthrightness to come out and criticize the crown. He objected to 
the oppression which the crown was imposing upon the people in those pre-Revolu- 
tionary days, and the officers of the crown found him out, and they discovered his 
printing shop, and he was indicted for libel. It wasn’t fashionable in those days to 
represent a cause against the crown. That was as unpopular in those days as it is today 
to represent an admitted cummunist in this country. But in those days they had men 
who had the fortitude to do it, just as I am proud to say we have today, and in those 
days, there happened to be a man named Andrew Hamilton. When Peter Zenger 
couldn’t get a lawyer in New York to represent him, a Philadelphia lawyer volunteered 
to do it, and Andrew Hamilton was a man of parts, he was the man, for example who 
designed Independence Hall in the City of Philadelphia which you have all seen at 
one time or another. And so he went to New York, and he defended Peter Zenger, 
and despite the fact that the judge was extremely antagonistic, despite the fact that 
he practically directed a verdict of conviction, by the sheer force of his oratory, Peter 
Zenger carried the day, and that jury came in with a verdict of acquittal. And so the 
expression has arisen today, “It takes a Philadelphia lawyer”, which is still well known 
throughout the world. 

But to get back to what is happening today. And I'll only be five more minutes, I 
hope. But I must tell you this. Have you seen, for example, the March 23rd issue of 
The Saturday Evening Post, the story of the ambulance chasing rackets in this country, 
in which the barbs against the lawyers of this country were very thinly veiled. Have 
you read, for example, the story in the current issue of the Reader’s Digest, the April 
issue? Called, “When Lawyers Plot the Crime” by a man named Lester Velie. 

Have you for instance read the December issue of Pageant magazine in which lawyers 
are excoriated because they are accused of not supplying legal talent to men accused 
of crime. The article is entitled “The High Cost of Injustice” and its author never 
mentions the lawyer referral service, which I heard your committee chairman report 
on this morning. 

In the meantime while the legal profession is being condemned in this manner, we 
of the organized Bar are working our hearts out on new projects of uniform laws, on 
the administration of justice. You in Kansas are to be complimented upon the final 
passage of the Kansas Plan for the selection of judges. We in Pennsylvania have been 
working at it now for these six years and we are getting nowhere; but we need more 
Kansas Plans to remove the judges completely from politics. But does the public give 
the Bar credit for carrying on that kind of fight? No. Because there are a few handsful 
of men, of lawyers throughout this country, ethics busters I call them, who go on and 
flout the Canons of Ethics, a handful in the whole country who bring disrepute upon 
the whole legal profession, just as in the days of Edward Coke, Sir Francis Bacon, 
brought the legal profession into disrepute. 

The exposure of the McClellan Committee were scandalous as applied to lawyers. 

The illegal activities of the district attorney of Portland were completely beyond the 
pale. 

The lawyers for the labor unions conspiring for the unions in this crime syndicate 
are absolutely unjustified. 
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These few people who are around the country today who are engaging in the am- 
bulance chasing racket, do you know what they do? I'll tell you what they do. They 
come in here to Kansas, and you have an accident, a federal employee's liability case, 
involved on the Rock Island Railroad. And a citizen of the State of Kansas is injured, 
and the accident happened here in Wichita, and there’s substantial damage. Do you 
lawyers of Kansas get that case? Are you not capable to give that plaintiff as much 
justice as he can get anywhere else in the country? I can tell you this, that you prob- 
ably do not get it, because there’s a runner on the job to funnel that through a Chicago 
labor union into a Chicago law office, and it’s tried in Chicago, and that’s why they 
have congested dockets in Chicago, and these other metropolitan areas, or at least it’s 
one of the reasons, because this type of case is funnelled into these offices specializing 
in this work who are supposed to be able to get bigger verdicts than you lawyers in 
the State of Kansas. And so what has the American Bar Association done about that?, 
Well, in the first place there’s an action pending in the State of Illinois that was insti- 
tuted by the Chicago Bar Association and in which the American Bar Association joined, 
in which we seek to enjoin that labor union and that lawyer, we seek to condemn him 
under our Canons of Ethics for his participation in this labor union’s activities. In 
addition to that, we are about to offer in the Congress a bill which was approved at 
the last meeting of the American Bar Association in Texas which would limit the venue 
in such actions, which would prohibit an injured party from bringing an action of that 
type in a place other than the place where the accident happened, or where he resides, 
providing, of course, that he can get service upon the defendant in that area. That 
would keep your Wichita accidents here in Wichita and your Kansas accidents in Kan- 
sas. That is what the American Bar Association is trying to do in that respect, and that 
bill, I was advised just before I left for Wichita, was about to be introduced. 


Now I say you respectable members of the organized Bar, you are here, you have 
demonstrated your interest in the organized Bar, you ought to rise up and take imme- 
diate steps to disbar any lawyers who answer this description who are practicing in your 
midst with all the celerity that a surgeon would use in excising a cancer in a human 
being once he discovers it. (Applause) 

And when your Bar Association has the courage to act in these cases as I know you 
will, then the Court ought to stand 100% behind you and see that the full penalty 
against these lawyers is invoked, and that’s the only way that we can keep our Bar in 
good repute throughout these United States. 

Now I see I have talked very long. You have been a wonderful audience, and so 
gracious to have listened so intently, and now I know I am going to enjoy the rest of 
the meeting with you. 

Thank you very much. (Applause, and the audience stands.) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, President Maxwell for your very fine 
address. We in Kansas deeply appreciate your visit here on this occasion of our annual 
meeting and we will long remember that we have again had an American Bar Asso- 
ciation president with us on the occasion of having our annual meeting. 

I thank you again, sir. 

We will now have the report of the Rules Committee. Mr. Curfman, will you come 
forward? 
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CONVENTION RULES 


Mr. CURFMAN: Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen: Your Committee on Rules 
consisting of Knowlton Carson and Sam Lowe and myself submits the following report: 
1. The order of business shall be the order set out in the printed program; provided, 
however, the President may make such changes as he may deem necessary or expedient. 
2. All members desiring to speak on any question shall first arise and address the 
Chairman, and shall not proceed further until recognized. Before beginning his remarks, 
he shall state clearly his name and residence. 
3. No member shall speak more than once upon the same subject and then not to 
exceed five minutes, except by consent of the assembly. 
4. All resolutions shall be in writing and shall be referred to the Resolutions Com- 
mittee for recommendation and consideration. 
5. Except as above provided, Robert’s Rules of Order shall prevail. 
Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the report. 
(Motion seconded and passed.) 


FRIDAY, APRIL 26, 1957—BALL ROOM, LASSEN HOTEL 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Ladies and gentlemen, the meeting will come to order, please. 

First with regard to the Kansas Bar Foundation, L. J. Bond yesterday as Chairman 
of the Committee gave his report, and in the report which was approved by this body 
was contained the by-laws and the articles of incorporation; and from the examination 
of the by-laws, we find that there will be elected each year, six trustees for the Kansas 
Bar Foundation, who will serve a term of one year each. 

It further provides that those trustees will be elected at this annual meeting and 
each succeeding annual meeting. 

In view of that fact, I am going to communicate to the Nominating Committee, 
which I have already appointed, that it is the duty of that committee to nominate at 
least six members of this association for the office of trustee of the Kansas Bar Founda- 
tion. 

The trustees will then elect their own officers and each year they have their annual 
meeting concurrently with the meeting of this association. 

So from now on we will not only vote on councilmen whose terms expire and officers, 
but we will also vote for at least six trustees each year for the Kansas Bar Foundation. 

You will recollect that when Mr. Bond concluded his report as chairman of that 
committee, that he presented to the foundation his check for $100.00. That check has 
found company. C. E. Chalfant has added his check for $100.00, and I understand that 
the Kansas Bar Foundation is in a receptive mood, so if any of you are similarly in- 
clined, we will be very happy to receive your signature on that small white piece of 
paper. 

I have a report here from Ervin Johnston, chairman of a special committee, in letter 
form, it has to do with the Katherine S. Delano, deceased’s, estate in Johnson County, 
Kansas, which is now in the Supreme Court of Kansas, under case No. 40519, and he 
reports: 
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“Your committee appointed to file a brief in the above case reports that it sought 
and was granted leave to file a brief on behalf of the Bar Associaiton of the State of 
Kansas. The case has been set for oral argument on May 7, 1957, at which time the 
brief will be filed. Work on the brief is nearly complete and the same will be for- 
warded to the printer within the next few days.” 


This report will be filed. 


We will now have the report of the Committee on Standards for Title Examinations. 
Mr. Brownfield, will you come forward? 


STANDARDS FOR TITLE EXAMINATIONS 


The committee recommends that the following Standards for Title Examinations 
adopted by the Bar Association of the state of Kansas to and including May, 1956, be 
corrected and amended as follows: 


(1) 
Standard 3.2, Problem C, contained typographical errors. It should read as follows: 


“Problem C: Where the given name or names or the initials as used in the 
grantor’s signature on an instrument vary from his name as it appears in the body 
of the instrument, but his name as given in the certificate of acknowledgment 
agrees with either the signature or the body of the instrument, is additional proof 
of identity necessary?” 


(2) 
Problems and Standards C, D, E and F of Standard 3.3 concerning the undisclosed 


marital status of a grantor in a conveyance should be consolidated under one standard, 
the same to read as follows: 


“Problem C: If a deed contains no recital as to the marital status of the grantor 
and no spouse joins in the instrument, what showing is necessary? 

Standard C. 1: If the deed has been of record forty (40) years or more and if 
there is nothing to indicate that the grantor was married at the time of execution 
thereof, no showing is necessary. 

2. If it is indicated, however, that the grantor was married at date of execution 
of the deed, then a quit-claim deed should be required from the spouse of grantor 
or the title should be quieted, even though the deed has been of record forty (40) 
years or more. If, however, there is a showing by affidavit or otherwise that said 
spouse was a non-resident of the state at the time of execution of the deed, and 

had not been a resident of Kansas during the marriage relation, then no require- 
ment should be made. 


3. If the deed has been of record less than forty (40) years, then the title 
should be quieted or a deed secured from the spouse, unless (a) it can be shown by 
affidavit that the grantor was single at the time of its execution, or (b) if mar- 
ried, that the spouse was not, when the deed was executed, and has not been a 
resident of Kansas during the marriage relation.” 


(3) 


Standard 3.5, Problem A, contained a typographical error. It should read as follows: 


“Problem A: A deed, regular on its face, is dated and acknowledged in due course, 
but is not filed for record for one or more years after its date. What requirement, 
if any, should be made as to delivery of the deed?” 
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(4) 


Inasmuch as the reference to a “very old tax deed” in Problem A and Standard A 
of Standard 3.9 is indefinite, the same should be amended to read as follows: 


“Problem A: Title comes through a tax deed of record more than fifteen (15) 
years which was recorded within the statutory period after its issuance. Should 
the title be accepted under it without a suit to quiet title?” 

“Standard A: The title should be accepted where it appears that the tax deed is 
good upon its face, the tax deed holder or his grantees are in possession and no 
proceedings have been had attacking its validity.” 


(5) 
Standard A of 4.1 contained a typographical error. It should read as follows: 


“Standard A: If the mortgage is released and the deed is an absolute conveyance 
and the mortgagee conveys by a warranty deed, no showing should be required. 
If the mortgagee is the client and is taking the deed from the mortgagor, there 
should be an estoppel affidavit and a release of the mortgage.” 


(6) 


Inasmuch as Standard A of 4.3 does not answer the problem, the Standard should 
be amended to read as follows: 


“If the deed was recorded before January 1, 1923, no requirement should be made. 
Rely upon G. S. 1949, 67-332 and 1955 Supp. to G. S. 1949, 67-333 and 67-333a. 
If the deed was recorded subsequent to January 1, 1923, require explanation in 
form of affidavit from someone acquainted with the facts (preferably the grantor 
in said deed) as to whether the mortgage referred to in said deed represented the 
balance due on a mortgage shown of record or was an unrecorded mortgage. If 
it refers to an unrecorded mortgage, then a release of said unrecorded mortgage 
rg be obtained or title quieted. (See Bacon v. Lederbrand (1916), 98 Kan. 

31, 633.)” 


(7) 
Because of typographical errors therein, Standard A of 5.3 should read as follows: 


“Standard A: Obtain certificate from the highway commission or from the railroad 
showing the right of way has been abandoned. This should be recorded. In old 
cases take affidavits of abandonment and nonuser. 

However, we call attention to Nott v. Beightel, 155 Kan. 94, in which it is held 
that where a railroad acquired title to real estate by warranty deed, in which deed 
there was nothing limiting the grantee on the use to be made of the real estate and 
in which there were no provisions for reversion (or where there is nothing in the 
contract or conveyance indicating that the land has been purchased for a right of 
way, p. 97), the railroad company takes a fee title and the land does not revert 
to the original grantor or his heirs when the railroad abandons the use of the land 
for railway purposes. In such cases it would be necessary to have a deed from the 
company.” 

(8) 


Problem A and Standard A of 5.4 should be amended to read as follows: 


“Problem A: A stray deed, mortgage or other conveyance, properly executed and 
correctly describing the property, is of record and shown on the abstract. Should 
such an instrument be considered outside the chain of title or would an explana- 
tion be necessary? 


Standard A: If such instrument has been of record more than fifteen (15) years, 
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consider it outside the chain of title, unless the examiner has some notice of pos- 
session by the grantor in the instrument or, if a mortgage, it is made to the record 
title holder. If the instrument has been of record less than fifteen (15) years, 
there should be a showing of the interest claimed by the person executing it.” 


(9) 
Problem B and Standard B of 7.1 be amended to read as follows: 


“Problem B: Should deeds of record be accepted as creating a valid joint tenancy 
where the grantees are designated as “John Doe and Mary Doe, his wife, or the 
survivor of them”, or words of similar import? 

Standard B: No. Accept only those deeds which clearly express the intention 
of the grantors to create a joint tenancy, such as those using the words “John Doe 
and Mary Doe, his wife, as joint tenants”. Do not accept deeds in which the 
grantees are described as: A and B; A and B jointly; A and B or the survivor; 
A or B; A or B jointly, or words of similar import.” 

, (10) 

That Problem C and Standard C of 8.1 be deleted. 


(11) 
That Standard D of 8.2 be amended to read as follows: 
“Standard D: A full transcript of the proceedings in the court of original juris- 
diction should be filed in the probate courts of all counties in which the decedent 


owned real estate. An order of the Probate Court in which the transcript is filed, 
consenting and directing that the transcript be filed, is not necessary.” 


(12) 


That Problem E and Standard E of 8.2 should be deleted for the reason that the 
statute governing procedure regarding the admission of foreign probated wills to pro- 
bate seemed to cover the situation adequately. 


(13) 


Problem A of 8.3, because of typographical errors therein, should read as follows: 
“Problem A: G. S. 1949, 59-2304 provides that notice and hearing on the petition 
to sell, lease or mortgage be given in the manner provided by Section 59-2209. 
Should the notice contain a full description of the property to be sold, leased or 
mortgaged?” 
(14) 


That Standard A of 8.6 should be amended to read as follows: 


“If the guardian has some record interest in the real estate, or the real estate was 
a homestead or it appears from the face of the proceedings that the guardian had 
some adverse interest in the land and the guardian’s deed on such sale has been 
of record less than five (5) years, the title should be quieted.” See Section 60-304 
G. S. 1949). 


(15) 


That Standard A of 9.4 should be amended to read as follows: 

“Standard A: Do not accept title under a partition suit when administration of 
an estate is being had and the estate is not yet closed, or within one year subse- 
quent to the death of the former owner. 

If a partition suit is had more than one year after the death of the former owner, 
and no administration has been had, if the petition and the order of the Court set 
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out the essential facts necessary for a determination of heirship, accept such show- 
ing if the unknown heirs of the deceased are made parties defendant.” 


(16) 


: Due to the fact that Standard A of 10.1 does not follow the law, the same be amended 
to read: 

“Standard A: If the plaintiff knows that the defaulting defendant is not in the 

service, or that he is in the service: Affidavits showng such facts and the source 

of plaintiff's knowledge should be filed in each instance, and if such defendant 


if in the service an order of court should be obtained appointing an attorney to 
answer and represent him in the taking of judgment. 


When it is not known whether or not the defaulting defendant is in the service, 
affidavits showing the plaintiff does not know whether or not he is in the service 
should be filed, and an order should be procured from the court to proceed in 
accordance with the act without the appointment of an attorney.” 


Inasmuch as a number of attorneys have turned down titles to real property which 
was conveyed to unincorporated religious bodies, rather than to the trustees thereof, 
for the reason that such bodies do not have the capacity to hold legal title to real estate, 
the Committee recommended to the Committee on Prospective Legislation that the 
proper method of clearning up of such titles would be by legislation. At the time of 
the writing of this report, it is understood that legislation to correct this situation has 
been introduced in the Legislature, but no information is now available with reference 
to whether or not such legislation has become law. 


Respectfully submitted, 


ROBERT BOND JOHN O'BRIEN 

VINCENT G. FLEMING F. M. ROGERS 

WILBUR JONES LLoyD H. RUPPENTHAL 

T. B. KELLEY J. N. SNYDER 

D. C. MARTINDELL WILLIAM M. Fercuson, Ex-Officio 
MARGARET MCGURNAGHAN HuGH E. BROWNFIELD, Chairman. 


LESTER MORRIS 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The Committee’s report sets out among other things that in the 
printed title standards which are now in your possession, there were certain typograph- 
ical errors which should be corrected. The content, however, I don’t believe has been 
materially affected by those typographical errors made before the printing of the 
standards in your possession. For that reason I am not going to go over and call your 
attention to those typographical errors. 


Before going into the recommendations of the committee itself for amendments to 
the existing standards, I would like to say that the committee which met at the mid- 
year meeting in Hutchinson, and has been meeting by correspondence many times since, 
referred to the Prospective Legislation Committee a proposition whereby legislation 
should be sought to correct this situation: It appears that under the law of Kansas that 
an unincorporated religious instituion can not take title to propery in its name. In other 
words the conveyance is void, we will say, to the Methodist Episcopal Church, Unin- 
corporated. I am told that an effort was made to obtain, some legislation or an amend- 











48 The JOURNAL 


ment to the constitution during the meeting of the last legislature, but I understand that 
nothing came out of it. In other words we are still where we were. 


Next I want to personally thank each member of the committee who worked with 
me this year. They did, in my opinion, a splendid job, and they worked many, many, 
many days, I know, and I want to thank them very much. 

Unfortunately I don’t think that you have the recommendations before you. That's 
probably my error. 


The first recommendation, other than those pertaining to typographical errors and 
what not, pertains to Standards C, D, E, and F of Standard 3.3, which concerns the 
undisclosed marital status of a grantor in a conveyance. Your committee decided that 
those standards should be consolidated and clarified, and as amended and clarified, your 
committee recommends the following amended title standard: 


Problem C under 3.3 Standard: If a deed contains no recital as to the marital status 
of the grantor and no spouse joins in the instrument, what showing is necessary? 


Standard C. 1: If the deed has been of record 40 years or more and if there is nothing 
to indicate that the grantor was married at the time of the execution thereof, no show- 
ing is necessary. 

2: If it is indicated, however, that the grantor was married at date of the execution 
of the deed, then a quit-claim deed should be secured from the spouse of grantor or the 
title should be quieted, even though the deed has been of record 40 years or more. If, 
however, there is a showing by affidavit or otherwise that said spouse was a non-resident 
of the state at the time of the execution of the deed, and had not been a resident of 
Kansas during the marriage relation, then no requirement should be made. 


3. If the deed has been of record less than 40 years, then the title should be quieted 
or a deed secured from the spouse, unless (a) it can be shown by affidavit that the 
grantor was single at the time of its execution, or (b) if married, that the spouse was 
not, when the deed was executed, and had not been a resident of Kansas during the 
marriage relation. 

That is all one recommendation and there is no substantial change whatsoever from 
the standard as it existed before; but I think it is more plain than it was, and that was 
the purpose in rewriting it. 

Mk. President, I move that the recommendation of the committee with regard to this 
particular standard be approved. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second? 

(Motion seconded. ) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any discussion? 


Mr. D. ARTHUR WALKER (Arkansas City): The only thing that occurred to me, if 
there’s a showing somewhere else in the abstract that the party was married, we'll say 
that John Doakes signed the original deed and Mary Doakes didn’t join him, and you 
come along and you want to cure that title, and the suggestion was made for a quit 
claim deed from Mary Doakes, and perhaps that is correct. But isn’t this true, that if 
it was a homestead, then simply a quit claim deed from Mary Doakes doesn’t quite solve 
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the problem. I think a homestead still requires a joint execution of the parties. So 
wouldn’t we need not only a quit claim deed from Mary Doakes, but also a showing 
that it was not a homestead? I am not trying to belabor a point, but I— 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: You are proposing that question? 
Mr. WALKER: Yes sir. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Mr. Chairman? 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: Mr. Walker, I do not understand that to be the law, and neither 
does the committee. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any further discussion? 
(Motion put to a vote and unanimously carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation pertains to Problem A, and Standard 
A, of present Standard 3.9. The committee proposes that it be amended to clarify it, 
in view of the fact that the present title standard refers to a very old tax deed, and I 
don’t know, I know I don’t know what a very old tax deed is, and I’m quite sure that 
you don’t. 


Therefore your committee has recommended, that Problem A, Standard A, of that 
particular Standard, be amended to read as follows: 


“Problem A: Title comes through a tax deed of record more than 15 years which 
was recorded within the statutory period after its issuance. Should the title be accepted 
under it without a suit to quiet title? 


Standard A: The title should be accepted where it appears that the tax deed is good 
upon its face, the tax deed holder or grantees are in possession and no proceedings 
have been had attacking its validity.” 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of this recommendation. 
(Motion seconded and passed.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation pertains to Standard A of Standard 
43. Your committee recommends that it be amended-in accordance with their recom- 
mendation because of the fact that the committee felt that the answer did not answer 
the problem which was presented by it. Therefore the standard which is proposed reads 
as follows: 


“If the deed was recorded before January 1, 1923, no requirement should be made. 
Rely upon G. S. 1949, 67-332 and the 1955 Supp. to G. S. 1949, 67-333 and 67-333a, 
If the deed was recorded subsequent to January 1, 1923, require explanation in form 
of affidavit from someone acquainted with the facts (preferably the grantor in said 
deed) as to whether the mortgage referred to in said deed represented the balance due 
on a mortgage shown of record or was an unrecorded mortgage. If it refers to an un- 
recorded mortgage, then a release of said unrecorded mortgage should be obtained or 
title quieted. (See Bacon v. Lederbrand, 98 Kansas 631.)” I should have explained in 
the beginning, ladies and gentlemen, that the problem pertains to what should be done 
when a deed refers to an unrecorded mortgage. I hope I haven't in any way misled you 
or led you astray. 
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Is it understood, or do you want me to read it again? 
Mr. President, I move the adoption of the recommendation. 
(Motion duly seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation pertains to Problem A and Standard 
A of Standard 5.4. The committee recommends that the standard and problem be 
amended to read as follows: 


“Problem A: A stray deed, mortgage or other conveyance, properly executed and 
correctly describing the property is of record and shown on the abstract. Should such 
an insurance be considered outside the chain of title or would an explanation be nec- 
essary? 

Standard A: If such instrument has been of record more than 15 years, consider it 
outside the chain of title, unless the examiner has some notice of possession by the 
grantor in the instrument; or, if a mortgage it is made to the record title holder. If the 
instrument has been of record less than 15 years, there should be a showing of the 
interest claimed by the person executing it.” 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of the recommendation. 
(Motion duly seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation pertains to Problem B and Standard 
B of 7.1. The committee recommends that it be amended to read as follows: 


“Problem B: Should deeds of record be accepted as creating a valid joint tenancy 
when the grantees are designated as “John Doe and Mary Doe his wife, or the survivor 
of them”, or words of similar import? 


Standard B: No. Accept only those deeds which clearly express the intention of the 
gtantors to create a joint tenancy, such as those using the words “John Doe and Mary 
Doe, his wife, as joint tenants.” Do not accept deeds in which the grantees are de- 
scribed as: A and B; and A and B jointly; A and B or the survivor; A or B; A or B 
jointly, or words of similar import.” 


Now I realize, and your committee realizes that this standard presents a serious prob- 
lem to every lawyer practicing in the State of Kansas. Frankly, all of the recommenda- 
tions contained in the report of your committee were unanimous with the exception 
of this one. One member of the committee is not in favor of it, for this reason: He 
believes that a conveyance—now a conveyance—to A and B or the survivor should be 
construed as creating a joint tenancy in A and B. The remainder of the committee 
voted otherwise. 


In further explanation I might say to you that to my knowledge there is not a com- 
pany that I know of writing insurance in this part of the country, title insurance, that 
will pass title to property arising out of a joint tenancy created merely by the words 
“A and B or the survivor.” 


Your committee realizes it’s a serious thing that both you and I—I know at least I 
have—have been guilty of it, especially when I first started practicing law a number of 
years ago I drew deeds, taking a general form of warranty deed and drew it conveying 
the property to John Jones and Mary Jones, husband and wife or the survivor of either 
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of them. So far none has come back to haunt me; but it’s entirely possible that that 
might happen. Of course if it does happen, then of course I'd have a quiet title suit 
to bring. 

I mention that only as background, because the committee has felt that even in spite 
of the fact that perhaps it might upset titles and we don’t like that, of course, that’s 
the reason we have title standards, we don’t like it; but we feel we didn’t have any 
choice as a result of the holding of the Supreme Court in the Swingle Estate case. We 
feel that the Supreme Court has spoken, and we have to follow it. 


Now this has caused no little argument among the members of the committee. There 
has been a lot of correspondence between the members of the committee, but this is 
the best we have to offer you at this time. And everything considered, your committee 
feels that now is the time to adopt the standard consistent with what the Supreme 
Court purportedly said in the Swingle case. 


So Mr. President, I move the adoption of the recommendation made. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second? 
Mr. ARTHUR SyMEs: I'll second it. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there discussion? Hearing none, those in favor of the mo- 
tion as put, vote aye. Those opposed no. The motion is carried. 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: Thank you ladies and gentlemen, and I hope that we all survive, 
and I think this will work out for us in the end. At least we have something definite 
now that we can point to. 


Your committee recommends that Problem C and Standard C of 8.1 be deleted. That 
deals with facts which you would ordinarily require necessary to set out in probate 
proceedings in order to let the court determine who the heirs are. It is felt that thae 
is surplusage and it was covered elsewhere in the title standards; and I therefore move 
you, Mr. President, that Problem C and Standard C of 8.1 be deleted. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second? 
(Motion seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation pertains to Standard D of 8.2. The 
standard pertains to filing of decrees of descent and decrees determining title in the 
probate court in other counties other than the county of original jurisdiction. 


The Standard D now should read, the committe so recommends, as follows: 


“A full transcript of the proceedings in the court of original jurisdiction should be 
filed in the probate court of all counties in which the decedent owned real estate. An 
order of the probate court in which the transcript is filed consenting and directing that 
the transcript be filed is not necessary.” 

Now that first sentence, of course, is very definitely the law. You should file a 
transcript rather than merely a decree, or the order of final settlement. Now the second 
sentence that I read to you states that it is mot mecessary to obtain an order of the court 
authorizing the transcript to be filed. That is very definitely not the law. It has come 
up, I am told, because of the fact that there are certain probate judges in the state who 
are requiring that in order for you to file a transcript of proceedings you must petition 
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for the filing of it and obtain an order admitting it to record. Your committee def- 
initely thinks that is not the law and it is very unnecessary. 


Your committee recommends that standard be amended to read that way. I so move, 
Mr. President. 


(Motion seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation of your committee pertains to Prob- 
lem E and Standard E of 8.2. Your committee feels that that standard should be deleted, 
for the reason that the statute governing the procedure regarding the admission of for- 
eign wills to probate are adequate; in other words, that standard pertains to the ad- 
mission of foreign wills to probate and they think that the law is clear on it and that 
there is no necessity for a title standard. 


And I therefore move you, Mr. President, that Problem E and Standard E of 8.2 
should be deleted. 


(Motion seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next standard is Standard A of 8.6, which dealt with the 
problem of the sale of real estate in the probate court without the appointment of a 
guardian ad litem. 


Your committee recommends that that standard be amended to read as follows: 


“If the guardian has some record interest in the real estate, or the real estate was a 
homestead, or it appears from the face of the proceedings that the guardian had some 
adverse interest in the land and the guardian’s deed on such sale has been of record less 
than five years, the title should be quieted. (See Section 60-304, G. S. 1949.)” 


Now I realize that perhaps that particular standard could have been shortened by 
merely saying the five years have passed, forget it; but that’s the way it’s written, and 
it's there by innuendo. And I believe it’s adequate to cover the situation. 

I therefore move you, Mr. President, that the recommendation of the committee be 
approved. 


(Motion seconded and carried.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next proposed amendment deals with Standard A of 9.4, 
which deals with the problem of the determination of heirs in a partition suit. 


Your committee recommends that the standard and the answer be amended to read 
as follows: 


“Do not accept title under a partition suit when administration of an estate is being 
had and the estate is not yet closed, or within one year subsequent to the death of the 
former owner. 


If a partition suit is had more than one year after the death of the former owner, 
and no administration has been had, if the petition and the order of the Court set out 
the essential facts necessary for a determination of heirship, accept such showing if the 
unknown heirs of the deceased are made parties defendant.” 


Mr. President, I move that the recommendation be approved. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Do I hear a second? Is there discussion? Is there a second? 
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(Motion seconded. ) 
Is there a discussion? 


Mr. JOYCE (Kansas City, Kansas): What you are going to require now is publica- 
tion service in every partition suit, where it’s made after a year, where the heirs are 
known. Now that’s the only way you can get service on the unknown heirs. I don’t see 
the necessity of it, personally. I think it would be good from the newspaper publisher's 
standpoint, but not in a simple case where the heirs are known, and then if you want 
to join unknown heirs, if any, it’s just going to call for publication service, you are 
changing the simple into the complicated. 


MR. BROWNFIELD: You do the same in the probate court now on a proceeding to 
determine descent, or petition for probate of a will, you still do it. You think you may 
know who the heirs are, but it’s entirely possible that they may not be the heirs. And 
this is the way for absolute protection, that is, make the unknown heirs of the deceased 
parties defendant, and then there isn’t any question about your title. That’s the reason 
for the standard. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any further discussion? Those in favor of the motion, 
vote aye. Those opposed no. The chair is in doubt. We will take a standing vote. 


(Motion carried 36 to 15.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: The next recommendation of your committee, ladies and gentle- 
men, deals with Standard A of 10.1, which deals with compliance with the Soldiers and 
Sailors Civil Relief Act. 


Your committee recommends, inasmuch as it is felt that the present standard doesn’t 
follow the law, to read as follows: 


“Standard A: If the plaintiff knows that the defaulting defendant is not in the ser- 
vice, or that he is in the service, affidavits showing such facts and the source of plain- 
tiff's knowledge should be filed in each instance; and if such defendant is in the ser- 
vice, an order of court should be obtained appointing an attorney to answer and repre- 
sent him in the taking of the judgment. 


When it is not known whether or not the defaulting defendant is in the service, 
affidavits showing that the plaintiff does not know whether or not he is in the service 
should be filed, and an order should be procured from the court to proceed in accordance 
with the act without the appointment of an attorney.” 


This recommendation, ladies and gentlemen, is made because of the fact that your 
committee was informed, and they have come up against it, as have I, that in certain 
courts they are requiring the appointment of an attorney when the affidavit states that 
the plaintiff or the client and the attorney do not know whether or not the defendants 
ate in the military service. The Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Act as amended pro- 
vides only for the appointment of an attorney in the event you know that a defendant 
is in the military service. 

This recommendation I believe, and your committee believes, complies with the law; 
and Mr. President, I move that the recommendation be approved. 


PRESIDENT HAYNEs: Is there a second? 
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MEMBER: I second it. 


Mr. WUNCH (Kingman): Mr. Chairman, a while ago we didn’t know all the heirs 
that might be alive. Now how are we going to know that the man is not in the military 
service? And to make such an affidavit. He may be in the service, even though we 
say he isn’t. 

Mr. BROWNFIELD: That is entirely possible. You make the affidavit you do not 
know, then the Act provides that upon proper showing to the court that he may order 
judgment to be entered against that person without the giving of a bond, in accordance 
with the Act, in the event the affidavit states you do not know. On the other hand, if 
your affidavit states that some person is in the military service, then it’s mandatory that 
an attorney be appointed for him, but only in that case is it mandatory under the Act. 


Mr. JAY SCOVEL (Independence): Well, Mr. President, it seems like we have de- 
veloped an awful confusing situation with this standard that we have just adopted, to 
1equire in a partition suit where you know who all the heirs are that you make par- 
ties defendant the unknown heirs. Now if you are going to do that, and do it ostensibly 
for the purpose of protecting you against unknown heirs, you are going to have to go 
farther than that, and have someone appointed for those in the military service or under 
the Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Act who may be unknown or those who may be 
under legal disability because of minority or mental incapacity. It just looks like we've 
got the thing much worse confused than we were. Now a publication notice against 
a minor, an unknown minor or a known minor, won't protect you unless you have a 
guardian ad litem appointed for that minor. Where here’s a partition suit you know 
absolutely John and Mary are the only heirs, then to have to make unknown heirs and 
not go ahead and follow up, just doesn’t do anything except give the newspaper a 
publication notice. 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: Mr. Scovel, we—the committee fully recognize the problems 
involved. On the other hand, your committee feels that the only way that you can bar 
persons who might turn out to be heirs is to make them parties defendant in the case, 
otherwise, they are not barred under any circumstances. In other words it’s a precaution. 
We realize, of course, that in certain instances, well, perhaps in all instances, it’s going 
to be necessary for you to publish, a guardian ad litem appointed, and what not; but in 
order to definitely determine and have the decree binding upon all heirs, whether they 
are named or parties individually named, it’s going to be necessary to make the unknown 
heirs of the deceased parties defendant. 


Mr. SCOVEL: Well, we are going to be, and I think rightly, charged with simply 
doing something that causes our clients to have a twenty-five or thirty dollar publica- 
tion notice, and another twenty-five dollars or such a matter for an attorney for those 
in the military service and a guardian ad litem and I just don’t think that the action 
would ever be justified. Of course we've adopted that, but it applies to this thing that 
you are talking about here, along with the thing that we have already adopted here. 


And while I am at it I am going to make a few further comments. The first thing 
is I am going to suggest we never have submitted to a convention again the recom- 
mendations of a Title Standards Committee unless we have the mimeographed sheet 
so that we have before us the standards that we are amending. 
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And second, I don’t know how you are going to be protected when they come up here 
later on with a title that you've approved, and then they show here’s the title standard 
that says this. We are going to have to know from year to year what the standard was 
at the time we passed on that title, and we've got a bunch of amendments here. I think 
the Title Standards Committee should—they have been diligent and they have done 
a lot of work—but a standard is something that should be standard, and it looks to me 
like we are amending about half our standard titles here all in one year that we have 
been working on now for ten or fifteen years. I would suggest that in the future, a 
Title Standards Committee, instead of making maximum recommendations, make a 
minimum of those affecting seriously titles, and that at least whatever recommendations 
are made, that we have the amendment before us, and the standard that we are amend- 
ing, which doesn’t directly apply to the question before the house. 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: Mr. Scovel, it isn’t the purpose of the Title Standards Commit- 
tee to make a reason for its existence. The recommendations that have been made by 
your title committee here today are primarily based upon two facts: number one, that 
some of the standards as written didn’t exactly comply with what your committee 
thought the law is. And in the second place, of course laws are changed, and the title 
standard must be changed in order to reflect the decisions of the Supreme Court. I 
fully realize, and I am sure you all must, that it is difficult as a lawyer to say to your 
client, “Well now we must publish, and this publication is going to cost you so much 
money, and now I am going to have to have an attorney appointed under the Soldiers 
and Sailors Civil Relief Act, and my fee will be so much money.” I grant you all that. 
But the fact remains that your committee feels that this recommendation should be 


adopted. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any further discussion? Being none, we will put the 
question. Those in favor of the motion as put will vote aye. Those opposed, no. The 
Chair is again in doubt. Those in favor of the motion as put will please stand. 


Is there any question with regard to what you are voting on? Those that are voting 
for, then please sit down just a minute, and we will have the proposition again put. 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: This recommendation, ladies and gentlemen, is that one pertain- 
ing to the Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Act only. That is, it is not mandatory to 
appoint an attorney unless the affidavit states that there is a defendant in the military 
service, and only in that event. If the affidavit states otherwise, no attorney is required, 
and then proceed under the Act. That is the matter before you. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We have had the discussion. Now will those in favor of the 
motion stand, please. Remain standing until Mr. Shuart counts you. 


Now the no’s will please stand. 
The motion is carried. ( 38-10.) 


Mr. BROWNFIELD: That concludes the report of your committee, ladies and gentle- 
men. Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. President. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you, sir. Now the recommendations will be printed and 
mailed to each of the members, so that you can insert them in your books that we have 
ptovided. 
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Mr. CONNER: Mr. President, I think Mr Scovel had an idea that has been bother- 
ing quite a few of us, and that is these changes over a period of years that have been 
taking place on title standards, when in prior years we have passed title on a certain 
standard. I wonder if as a clue on that thing, it might not be possible to have on these 
standards a historical note on the standard quoting the standard and when they were 
in effect, and if a question is raised on a later title, we can go back and find out what 
the standard was at the time we approved the title or the standard. We pass a title and 
maybe ten years from now we don’t know what standard we passed. I would like to 
know, if it is not out of order, to discuss it now. It bothers me and I wonder if it 
bothers the rest of the fellows? 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well do you have a motion that you want to put before the 
house? 


Mr. CONNER: Well I don’t want to be out of order. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well this is the proper time. 


Mr. CONNER: All right, I would so move that the Title Standards Committee, if 
it is feasible, prepare a historical note giving the development of these various standards, 
and in such form that it can be inserted in the title standard booklet chat is put out so 
we can tell in future years what the title standards have been in the past. 


MEMBER: Second. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: You have heard the motion. It has been regularly seconded. 
In regard go the discussion, Mr. Shuart has a comment, so I'll recognize him first. 


SECRETARY SHUART: You have posed definitely what is a problem, but you will 
recall that last year all new title standards were adopted. In other words, everything 
before was wiped out, but I think this can very easily be done from here on out. You 
will recall up until last year, we had the situation of having to put a note saying “This 
was formerly Standard A, which was amended in '42, and Title B was adopted in '46, 
and so forth and so on. So last year, May 1956, the whole thing was wiped out, we are 
starting from there on, and we definitely can add a sub-note at the time the standard is 
amended, so that you know where you're proceeding from there. But it was all wiped 
out last year, and we adopted entirely new title standards in 1956. 


Mr. SCOVEL: Well I wonder what you do when you are faced with an abstract you 
examined in 1953, say, and then to come up here in 1963 and say, “Here's a standard, 
you're wrong, you approved something contrary to that.” We can’t go back and prove 
what it was when we examined that abstract. That’s what I'm thinking about. 


Mr. SHUART: That’s definitely a problem, but you have to start some time at the 
bottom and that’s where we are trying to go from ’56. 

Mr. SCOVEL: Well we had a complete edition last year. This is going to require 
another complete edition. How many amendments did we make today? 


Mr. SHUART: There are about ten here, and we will have to print about ten sheets 
and mail them out and insert them; we can note when the standard was adopted, and 
follow the system perhaps of underlining what the standard used to be and what the new 
word is, which would be something probably you would want to decide right now. 
How this would be most helpful to the members? 
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PRESIDENT HAYNES: Mr. Bond? 


Mr. L. J. BOND (El Dorado): I can’t see there is any problem involved, and I am 
in accord with Mr. Conner’s motion, providing it is amended to provide any committee 
in the future may add those annotations. We had two new title standards last year and we 
were governed by those. If there has been a change in the statute that necessarily 
changes one of the findings of the committee or if there is a decision that comes down 
requiring a different ruling, then it’s all right to make your annotation so the attorney 
will know why there is a change in the requirement; and I think also as Mr. Scovel sug- 
gested, as Mr. Brownfield has admitted that through an error or carelessness they didn’t 
furnish copies of the report so we would know what we are talking about as we go 
along, but he has explained it very well and presented it very well. Now this Com- 
mittee on Title Standards is the hardest working committee in the Bar in my opinion 
and they have done a fine job, and I wouldn’t like to impose an obligation on this com- 
mittee to go back from the very beginning and put those annotations in. 


I would like, therefore, to propose an amendment to Mr. Conner’s motion, that in the 
future, if there are any changes in the title standards due to changes in the statutes or 
decisions of the Supreme Court, that the committee be asked to put an annotation on 
to that effect. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Mr. Conner, do you accept the amendment? 


Mr. CONNER: Yes, I was going to suggest that the motion be amended to leave it to 
the title standards committee to work it out. They understand what the problem is, I 
think. I am not scolding the Title Standards Committee. I don’t meant it that way at 
all; but it is a problem that I think we have, and I think the Title Standards Committee 
is entirely competent ot work it out. I would go along with any reasonable amendment. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Does the second accept the motion as amended? All right, now 
we will have discussion on the motion as amended, and will you state your name and 
residence, please? 


Mr. Bos IRwIN (Topeka): Mr. President. This is probably the acme of ignorance, 
but I would like to refer first to the statement of Mr. Bond. The work of the Title 
Standards Committee is highly invaluable to me, and I think they deserve outstanding 
merit for the work that they put into it. 


But I can’t for the life of me, and I’m probably wrong, here we have been discussing 
at great length chronologically setting out these amendments. But I wish that someone 
would point out to me, in the absence of statutory construction or legislative enactment, 
where an amendment to the title standard upsets their apple cart on a prior title opinion 
based on a previous title standard. I don’t know about it. Perhaps I’m wrong. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any further discussion? Hearing none, we will vote 
on the motion as amended. 


(Motion carried.) 
Thank you very much, Mr. Brownfield for the report of your committee. 
Mr. BROWNFIELD: I think I have, Your Honor— 
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PRESIDENT HAYNES: I am not Your Honor. (Laughter) But I'll recognize you any- 
way. 

MR. BROWNFIELD: Well, Your Honor, Mr. President, too, Mr. Walker raised a ques- 
tion that after he raised it, it bothered me somewhat, and I got my wits, and Mr. Jones, 
who is a member of my committee, thinks that probably we might clarify the situation 
Mr. Walker brought about in connection with the amendment of problems in Standards 
C, D E, and F of Standard 3.3, concerning the undisclosed marital status of the grantor 
in a conveyance. You will remember that particular paragraph which we recommended 
reads as follows: 

“If it is indicated, however, that the grantor was married at the time of the execu- 
tion of the deed, then a quit-claim deed should be required from the spouse of grantor 
or the title quieted.” 


In order to eliminate any question with reference to homestead and joint consent and 
what not, I believe, Mr. President, that the recommendation should be changed to read 
as follows, down to the point that I read just a moment ago: 


“If it is indicated, however, that the grantor was married at date of the execution of 
the deed, then a quit-claim deed should be required from the grantor and his spouse, or 
the title should be quieted, even though the deed has been of record 40 years or more.” 

That will eliminate any question of homestead rights. 

Ordinarily when you run into this question, the grantor has died. 

Mr. SCOVEL: How are you going to get a joint deed if he’s dead? 

Mr. BROWNFIELD: Homestead right ceases upon death. 

I move you, Mr. President, that the recommendation as recommended by the com- 
mittee, and as approved by the assembly today be rescinded and that it be now amended 
to read as suggested by me at this time. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second? 

MEMBER: Second. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Any discussion? Will you state your name and city please? 

MR. PLESTED (Wichita): I think your number three should be amended likewise. 
The third paragraph there, Mr. Brownfield. I think your third one had the same thing 
in it. 

Mr. BROWNFIELD: You are right, sir. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well, let’s vote on these one at a time. And we are now deal- 
ing with number two. Is there any further discussion with regard to the motion as made? 

(Motion carried.) 

Mr. BROWNFIELD: In paragraph 3, as read, ladies and gentlemen, it should read as 
follows: 


“If the deed has been of record less than 40 years, then the title should be quieted, 
or a deed secured from the grantor and his spouse, unless (a). . .” as it previously read. 


And I move you, Mr. President, that the action previously taken be rescinded and 
that the recommendation be adopted as amended. 
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(Motion seconded, no discussion, and carried.) 
Thank you, Mr. Brownfield for the work of you and your committee. 


HOWARD HARPER (Junction City): Mr. Scovel’s other observation was that we have 
here taken action on a report of which none of us has a copy, and since that I think it 
makes real good sense, I would like to move that we recommend to all future Title 
Standards Committees, that they get their reports on file early enough so that the Secre- 
tary can send to all of us mimeographed copies of the proposed changes, so that we 
might have an opportunity to look them over in advance of the meeting, and perhaps 
discuss them a little more intelligently. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: You have heard the motion. Is there a second? 
MEMBER: Second. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a discussion? 


ARTHHUR HopcGson (Lyons):: Mr. President, I am in favor of this motion. I think 
we have reached a new high this afternoon in amending two recommendations, while 
they have hardly been adopted. Last year we had an extensive revision. We had circu- 
lated to all the members of the Bar Association what the proposed revision was going 
to be, we had an opportunity to study them, read about it ahead of time; and this year 
we come down here, and it’s no fault of the association or any of its officers, but adopt- 
ing things for the whole state with only a matter of two or three items on it, and I think 
we should adopt the motion of Howard Harper. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Any further discussion? (Motion carried.) 


We will now hear the report of the Public Relations Committee, Judge Wallace, 
Chairman. 


PUBLIC RELATIONS 


“The foundation of good public relations lies with each individual lawyer. The 
corner stone depends upon the active participation of county associations.” Pub- 
lic Relations Committee, Oklahoma Bar Association. 

These are the same premises upon which your committee has been attempting to 
create better public relations for the lawyers of Kansas. Some progress is being made 
but no lawyer who is not actively supporting the program should be satisfied with it. 
Every lawyer and every local association should be an advocate and active participant. 
It is a proven fact that one lawyer, if so willed, can energize a whole organization. 


During the remainder of this year and next the members of this association have one 
big project at hand. The Bar Association of the State of Kansas has initiated and se- 
cured legislative action for submission of a constitutional amendment for adoption of 
a “Kansas Plan” for the selection and tenure of supreme court justices. Ordinarily, 
people vote against any change they do not fully understand. The prestige of this Asso- 
ciation and better public relations for the lawyers of Kansas are now at stake. If the 
Plan fails of adoption it would then appear that the legislature had been sold a bad 
bill of goods. The effectiveness of our important Law Improvement Committee in at- 
tempting to improve laws through legislative enactment may be further weakened. 
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Lawyers are the best qualified and informed to discuss and take the issues raised by this 
proposed amendment to the people for decision. If, as is generally accepted, “people fear 
and distrust that which they do not understand,” then it becomes the duty of every 
member of this association to inform and educate the public upon the important issues 
thus involved. Not only the pride and prestige of the State Bar Association are in the 
balance but informing and educating the public is one of the first tenets of a worth- 
while public relations program. Every local bar association should be fully organized 
and alerted to the task at hand. 


The somewhat meager success in obtaining enactment by the legislature of recom- 
mendations made by the Law Improvement Committee should further illustrate the 
necessity of local bar organization and participation. Lawyers generally are leaders in 
the legislature. Conceivably, all lawyers in the legislature are members of local bars. 
Local bar support of the Improvement Committee’s recommendations surely would be 
of great help before the judiciary committees of the legislature. Both the legislature and 
the Association use the committee system and our committee’s recommendations have 
generally had strong majority support from membership referendums. Malpractice cases 
must be based solely upon medical testimony. Should not legal testimony be given 
weight by the judiciary committees of the legislature, on improvement of laws and pro- 
cedures? Failure of the recommendations certainly cannot be attributed to the calibre 
or lack of ability of the committee membership. The American Bar Association is con- 
sulted by, and its committees assist, the Presidnet and Congress on judicial and legisla- 
tive matters within the Association’s purview. Since none of the recommendations has 
been political in character the failure in enactment can only be attributed to lack of 
active support at the grass roots—the individual lawyer and the local association. Ways 
and means must be devised by The Bar Association of the State of Kansas for creating 
greater confidence and respect in the judiciary committees of our legislature for the 
studies and recommendations of the Association and its committees. 


Acquiring better and more efficient public relations is a slow and continuing process. 
They are achieved primarily through education of the lawyer exactly as results flow from 
informing and educating the public. To become a teacher one must first become a stu- 
dent. We recommend a short course or a series of lectures in our law schools on “Public 
Relations of the Legal Profession”. It will be so much easier to channel and direct the 
minds of law students, than it is to invade the minds and habits of old lawyers. 


The four district judges in Wyandotte County have donned their judicial robes, as 
have the judges in the eleventh and thirty-ninth judicial districts. Local bar associations 
in the present unconforming districts can with a little initiative and small energy pro- 
mote full 100% adoption of Point 2 of our program, Uniform Formality and Dignity 
of Procedure. Ample copies of the suggested rules are available. Local bar associations 
may practically eliminate the problem of unauthorized practice of law by informing 
and educating the public to the dangers of inexperienced persons drafting legal instru- 
ments and wills, or soliciting and accepting advice on legal subjects from lay practi- 
tioners. The Executive-Secretary has received a request from a Law Society in Cardiff, 
Wales, Great Britain, for copies of our Association's School Program. This program is 
strictly a local bar project with much promise for highly desirable public relations re- 
sults. The ABA has recently launched a national speakers bureau and already has over 
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200 lawyers and judges of national repute as volunteers for speaking engagements on 
subjects relating to law, lawyers and the courts. We lave had such a program in Kansas 
for several years and local bar associations can make it very effective. Copy has been 
prepared for a new pamphlet on “Adoptions” and will be printed and available for 
distribution soon. 


The Bar-Press Award was authorized for the second year. Merit Awards are again 
being made to three classes of local bar associations for meritorious services. “You and 
the Law” series is still being used and new copy is available to local bar associations 
seeking to improve their newspaper relations. Additional films have been purchased and 
are available to all local bar associations for showing to civic groups, schools, farm and 
other organizations. Our supply of pamphlets for free distribution is being kept up and 
demands therefor are being met. Lawyers who use them appreciate the beneficial re- 
sults. Radio tapes and TV films of an entertaining and educational nature are to be had 
for the asking. This Committee and the Executive-Secretary desire to be of service to 
all lawyers and local bar associations in creating a better informed public, as to all mat- 
ters concerning law, lawyers, courts and the administration of justice. 


Respectfully submitted, 
JEROME HARMAN A. G. JOHHNSON 
HucGo T. WEDELL RICHARD A. BARBER 
ROBERT BENNETT R. A. HICKEY 
J. DONALD LYSAUGHT Roy C. DAvis 
PAUL R. WUNSCH ROBERT L. MARIETTA 
THOMAS D. HAMPSON, JR. WESLEY E. BrowN, Ex-Officio 
JOHN E. BLAKE CLARK A. WALLACE, Chairman. 


HERMAN W. SMITH, JR. 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of this report. 

(Motion seconded, no discussion, and carried.) 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: With regard to the reports of the other committees, as I call 
them, if you will indicate whether or not there are recommendations, if there are, we 
will read the report, if there are no recommendations, the report will simply be filed 
and printed in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 


The Citizenship Committee, D. Arthur Walker, Arkansas City. 


Mr. WALKER: Mk. President, I don’t know whether these two recommendations 
need be presented or not. If you care to have them presented, I'll be glad to do so. 
Whatever your wishes are, sir. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: If you have recommendations that you think the assembly 
should pass on, I would suggest you read the report. 


CITIZENSHIP 


Mr. WALKER: Very well. Members of the Bar Association, first of all I want to 
thank you for that re-hearing you granted me a moment ago. I have asked for a number 
and never got one, and this is one time I got one without asking for it. 


The Citizenship Committee has got a couple of recommendations, one of which is the 
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recommendation that local bar associations take action to get a manual for jurors dis- 
tributed in your particular bailiwick. Many of the counties now are doing that. The 
idea is not original with this committee. It is more or less to call it to your attention, 
to have it energized, in order that those who serve as jurors will come into court with 
less distrust and more understanding of what legal procedure is. I think if the public 
understands something about legal procedure, and we take them into our confidence, 
we go a long ways towards increasing respect for the Bench and the Bar. 


I might digress and tell just an incident that occurred in my limited practice. 


In the early days of my career, there were about a dozen colored boys arrested in my 
town, and I was selected as counsel for the twelve. They didn’t have much money and 
I was about the only one foolish enough to take the case, and there was some question 
in my mind whether any offense of any kind was committed, and the cases then were 
set for trial and I appeared with my courtroom full of clients, and the judge said he 
didn’t want to spend two or three weeks just trying one case after another, and wanted 
to know if the county attorney and myself could not stipulate as to the facts, and then 
if he felt an offense had been committed, why he would pronounce sentence in ac- 
cordance. 


So I went back and told my respective clients that there wouldn't be any trial and 
the witnesses would be excused and they'd hear from me later. 


Well, we briefed the thing from hell to breakfast, and in oh six months or such a 
matter, the judge in his wisdom determined that an offense had been committed and 
pronounced the sentence on each of my clients. 


One of my clients, a colored boy, was called “Tangle Eyes”, and one afternoon he 
was sitting out in the shade of his house in a hammock enjoying life and what he called 
“de high sheriff” come down and tapped him on the shoulder and told him that he was 
headed for jail for six months, and he said there must be some mistake, to take him, 
up to lawyer Walker's office, because he hadn’t had a trial and he was certain a grievous 
mistake had been committed. 


So “de high sheriff’ and Tangle Eyes came to my office, and Tangle Eyes says, 
“What's this about me having to go to jail for six months?” I said, “Yes, that’s right, 
Tangle Eyes,” I said, “You all got to go to jail.” “Why,” he said, “I haven't had any 
trial,” and I said, “Well no, that’s right.” He said, “I’ve never been on the witness stand.” 
I said, “That's right.” He said, “My witnesses was there, you never called them.” I said, 
“That's right.” He said, “Then how come I'm headed for the jail house?” I said, “Well 
Tangle Eyes, it was by reason of a stipulation.” He said, “You mean by that stipulation 
to send me to jail for six months?” And I said, “That's right, Tangle Eyes.” So the 
Sheriff says, “Come on Tangle Eyes,” he says, “I’m in a hurry, I've got to pick up the 
rest of the boys,” and they start out the door, and as they went out the door, Tangle 
Eyes put on his hat, and he turned around, and his final remarks to me went something 
like this: He said, “Lawyer Walker, I is certainly disappointed in you. You is de poor- 
est lawyer that I ever had. I has served time for shooting dice, I has served time for 
fightin’, I’se served time for making whisky, but dis am de first itme I have ever had to 
serve time on account of a stipulation.” (Laughter) 
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So it brought to my mind on this Citizenship Committee, as we discussed this manual 
for jurors, and as I say, it’s not original with this committee, and the surrounding states, 
all of them, Nebraska, Missouri, Oklahoma and Colorado we are informed, are follow- 
ing the practice of getting out a manual that is sent to those selected to serve as pros 
pective jurors. I think Wyandotte County is doing it now, and some other counties in 
this state; and the jurors manual is sent to these prospective jurors outlining who are 
qualified for jurors, outlining the duties and selection of a juror, the meaning of their 
oath, the outline of the trial of the ordinary case that they will sit upon, the duties of 
the judge, the duties of the lawyers, and it brings home to them some of the things that 
they will know when they start serving as jurors that otherwise they wouldn’t learn until 
the end of two or three weeks of service as jurors. 


We think it is a good thing, and our first recommendation is, we recommend to the 
local bar associations of the State of Kansas, that wherever they can, they institute this 
practice of having printed and distributed a manual for jurors. 


I move the adoption of the first recommendation. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second? 
(Motion seconded. ) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a discussion? Do you want to be heard, Mr. Ruppen- 
thal? 


Mr. RUPPENTHAL: Wouldn’t it be possible for the committee to have appropriate 
jury manuals printed which could be made available at low cost to the local bars? I 
think it would be more satisfactory than each bar’s attempting to print its own lim- 
ited number, or limited runs, of the pamphlet. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: I understand there is a manual in Topeka that is not yet 
printed, but will be printed if the Bar wants it. Now that brings on problems that are 
not going to be my concern; but I just want to comment that there are a lot of things 
we need, there are a lot of things that should be printed, and I agree with everyone that 
gets up, that it’s all progress. And we're operating on what might be termed a very 
tight budget. We collect $20.00 a year dues from our members, and you will recollect 
that this organization at a meeitng in Topeka some several years ago authorized $25.00 
per year dues, and we have always felt since that time we hoped we could get along on 
$20.00. Now you can go as far as you like and vote as much money as you want, but 
the net result is going to be that we are going to have to get the money from some place 
to do what you want done, and ultimately it’s all going to come back to you and you 
are going to get a bill for that other five bucks. Now I don’t want to discourage any- 
thing like that, I am merely warning you that the money has to come from some place 
to do these things with. 


Mr. SCOVEL: I take issue with one statement you made, that it isn’t any more your 
responsibility. You ate another year on the Executive Council, and it will be the re- 
sponsibility of the Executive Council— 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Very well, all right, I'll accept as much responsibility as 1 am 
supposed to have. 


Mr. SCOVEL: I would suggest that it could be done this way, that the Bar Associa- 
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tion could by volume printing print up a bunch of them and have them where we could 
sell them to the local bar associations at our cost, instead of each local association having 
a hundred or two or three hundred, we could have a bunch of them printed up at a 
much less rate and then sell them to the local associations at our cost of printing. Of 
course that still isn’t going to eliminate the possibility that we are going to have to tack 
that other five dollars on some of these days. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: That's right. 


Mr. SCOVEL: But this is a nice thing, and I think that, and I don’t know, is there a 
motion before the house? 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: There is a motion before the house, and it has a second. 
Mr. SCOVEL: What is the motion? 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: The chairman of the committee will state the motion to you. 


MR. WALKER: The gist of the motion was, your Citizenship Committee recommends 
the local bar associations adopt the practice of getting out a manual for jurors, and the 
lower part of it has a place for advertising, showing it is submitted by your local bar, 
and that was the purpose of the motion. 


Mr. ScOVEL: Well I move that it be amended by providing that the printing be 
done through the State Bar Association, subject to sale to the local bar associations at 
the cost of the State Bar, instead of leaving it for the local bar for each one to have it 
printed up. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: The chair would like to inquire, there is a form that’s to be 
used. We're moving now to have something printed that isn’t in existence. I haven't 
heard a second to Mr. Scovel’s— 

MEMBER: Second. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Do you accept the amendment? 

Mr. WALKER: I do. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: And who seconded Mr. Walker's motion? I don’t recollect. 
Does the seconder accept the amendment? 


MEMBER: Yes. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: All right. Now we have a motion as amended, and I will rec- 
ognize Mr. Ruppenthal. 


Mr. RUPPENTHAL: I thought Mr. Scovel in his amendment was going to include 


that Mr. Walker's committee would prepare an appropriate pamphlet for printing 
which we could all get for use in our local courts. 

To digress for just a moment, in our own district for many years we did have one 
which was printed and distributed at the expense of the county. I rather imagine if the 
Bar Association had something of the kind available, many of the district judges would 
simply order a limited number of them for distribution to jurors on the list. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well I know that one has been prepared and submitted in 
Wyandotte County. I think Judge Myers of the committee prepared a jurors’ manual 
which they submitted to the Bar, but it hasn’t been printed. 
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Mr. L. J. BOND: Mr. President, I am heartily in accord with Mr. Ruppenthal and his 
proposed amendment. I don’t think there would be uny trouble in any district in getting 
these things printed at the expense of the taxpayers of the particular county. That's the 
way it ought to be handled. There is no reason why this Bar Association should do that, 
take on the burden of printing those. It is ridiculous for the Bar Association to have 
to pay this expense. We ought to be able to get copies and then we could have them 
printed the same as we have the bar docket printed, at the taxpayers’ expense and it 
would be a good thing for the people of each county and each district. I am opposed 
to the motion of charging any part of that expense to the Kansas Bar Association. 


JuDGE KAUL: I don’t want to prolong this discussion, I think they can be printed 
much more economically if they are printed by the Bar Association on the state level 
and then paid for by the county. We discussed this thing in the District Judges’ meet- 
ing yesterday, and while none of the districts is doing it, from the discussion I am 
sure the district judges will be quite anxious to cooperate generally speaking, and I also 
can not see why we could not pay for the supply that we get by letting the county pay 
for it. But I think it would be much more economically printed and a better job if it’s 
printed on a state level. 


MR. L. J. BOND: That’s fine, and I agree it could be printed more cheaply and prob- 
ably better, but you are going to run into opposition from the local people who do the 
county printing. For that reason I think it would be much better to have it printed 
locally and avoid that trouble, even though it costs a little more. 


Mr. SCOVEL: There’s one other feature about having it printed on the state lavel. If 
you leave it just like it was originally put, we recommend or ask the counties to have 
these printed. There won’t be very many of them do it, but if they know all they have 
to do is order them and pay for them, I think we'll get at least twice the circulation. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: To recapitulate just a little bit. As I understand it, the motion 
is that we propose to distribute these pamphlets to jurors, and as amended, that they 
be printed by the State Bar and made available to the different counties. Now it has 
been said that a form has not been prepared. Now assuming that Mr. Walker’s com- 
mittee would prepare a form, and we have it printed, and the form goes out to Judge 
Coffman at Ottawa and one goes out to Judge Morgan, and one of these distinguished 
gentlemen says, “Well I don’t quite approve of some particular part. I think that it 
shouldn't be distributed to the jurors in my judicial district unless it has thus and so.” 
So, where are we? It seems to me like that somewhere along the line, the judges whose 
responsibility it is to instruct the jurors should have some approval of what the final 
form of this document is going to be. 


Well, so much for that. Are you ready for the question? 


Those in favor of the motion as amended vote aye. Those opposed vote no. The 
chair is in doubt. Those in favor of the motion stand. Twenty-six for, eighteen against. 
So the motion is carried. 


It still leaves the problem of who is going to prepare these and how are the distriat 
judges going to like them after they are prepared. 


I think that in deference to the Judicial Association, it might be wise for your com- 
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mittee, Mr. Walker, to submit the proposed manual to that association and first gain 
their approval before we spend any money printing it. 


Mr. WHEELER (Marion): There is another thing in that connection which was sug- 
gested by Mr. Walker, that is in reference to the selection of jurymen, they should be 
more careful in the selection of jurymen. That wouldn't cost anything. I find in a great 
many places they just stick somebody into the jury box to be drawn that is free to be 
drawn, when as a matter of fact they don’t have the educational qualifications and they 
aren't even properly equipped to become a juror. I’ve talked to our district judge in 
our county and our county clerk, a time or two, I think it ought to be really impressed 
on them, that it isn’t going to cost anything. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you, sir. 
Now Mr. Walker, you have another recommendation? 


Mr. WALKER: Yes. The second recommendation and the final one somewhat over- 
laps, perhaps, the duties of the committee on public relations, but we are not trying to 
usurp the functions of your committee, Judge Wallace. 


It’s a proposition that the Citizenship Committee thought would help not only the 
youth of the State of Kansas but also a mutual understanding and respect for the Bench 
and Bar. 


In substance, it’s this: That in each county of the State of Kansas, or those counties 
that care to do it, the Bar Association has the high school student write an article on 
citizenship, or “What America Means to Me”, or any other uniform subject. The sub- 
ject would be given out, of course, each year, a uniform subject. The students in that 
county where it was sponsored by your local bar association would give their article, 
write their article, an article that would take not to exceed 15 minutes, probably about 
10 minutes to give. The county superintendent would be responsible for determining 
the winner of that contest. That doesn’t mean the county superintendent would have 
to read those articles, that could be done by the bar association, but the responsibility, 
I mean the person who actually says “Mary Brown had the best article,” determines that 
in each county. Those articles come in to your citizenship committee of the bar asso- 
ciation, and one of the duties of the citizenship committee would be to determine which 
was the best article that came up. In other words, the first cut-down, everything is cut 
down to one from that county, and the bar association's citizenship committee deteq 
mines which is the best article. That the boy or girl who writes the better essay be in- 
vited to attend the Kansas Bar Association somewhere as part of our program and be 
permitted to give this 10-minute essay or talk on citizenship or other subject. 

We felt, at least, it would encourage boys and girls in school to give a little more 
thought to citizenship, it brings a little closer relationship between the Bar and the 
schools, and we felt that we as an organization might get some ideas and help and bene- 
fit from the youth of our schools. 

We further thought, and this is what will pain Lee Bond, that we should give a prize 
of a hundred dollars to the article that’s the best, and perhaps they don’t need a prize, 
perhaps the honor, the publicity that the student would get would be sufficient. 

But we felt that the thing had merit, and we so recommend that such a program be 
adopted by the Bar Association. 

















PROCEEDINGS OF ANNUAL MEETING (1957) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: You have heard the motion. Is there a second? 
MEMBER: Second. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there discussion? 

LEE HORNBAKER (Junction City): Mr. President, it seems to me first that we are 
treading here in the field many other organizations are already working. Perhaps that 
would make no difference. Secondly, I believe I would like to say it is my impression 
and understanding that under the High Schools’ Activities Association, this prize which 
you propose would immediately brand the recipient as a professional and bar him from 
any further activity in high school or college. It seems to me we should be a little cau- 
tious on this. 

HOWARD HARPER (Junction City): My partner didn’t tell you that he’s the ranking 
member of our school board and knows something about the law with respect to pro- 
fessionals. But I would like to tell Mr. Walker that the Junior Chamber of Commerce, 
both on the local level and every community here, some 60 odd communities in Kansas, 
and the state organization and the national organization have an annual contest each 
year entitled “I Speak for Democracy”. Now they are doing a tremendous job, and I 
think instead of getting into competition with them, maybe your committee ought to 
meet with the board of directors of that organization and see how you might help them 
to do their job a little better. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there further discussion? 

Mr. SCOVEL: One other thing. This thing of bringing 105 high school kids up here 
to a Bar Association meeting— (laughter )—well, I don’t know whether it’s one or 105, 
but the Bar Association meeting might not, some features of it might not impress them 
too much about citizenship. 


Mr. WALKER: Let me reply to that. I would like to reply to what the gentleman 
said the Junior Chamber of Commerce is doing, quite right, and as I said at the begin- 
ning, there is nothing original about this; and in reply to Jay Scovel, of course there 
would only be the one, the winner. 

But you can’t live alone, and if we are going to meet our responsibilities to the pub- 
lic, and if we are going to have the confidence of the public, we've got to cease being 
a mystery organization, and we've got to take a greater part in what goes on every day 
in every community and we have got to take a greater part in helping young men and 
women and doing our part in this juvenile delinquency. Now I don’t mean to get off 
on a long tirade, but because someone else is helping youth doesn’t excuse us in omit- 
ting it. 

CRAIG IRWIN (Topeka): Mr. President, I just wonder if this matter has been cleared 
with the Kansas State High School Activities Association? 

Mr. WALKER: You don’t need to give a prize, if that’s what you're worried about, 
forget it, just honor the student. 

Mr. IRWIN: It’s not the matter of a prize. You will run into the same difficulty 
there, I don’t think you could do this in the Topeka schools unless this matter has been 
cleared with the Kansas State High Schools Activities Association. 

I move at this time that it be tabled until it has been cleared with the Kansas State 
High Schools Activities Association. 





68 The JOURNAL 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a second to the motion to table? 
MEMBER: I'll second it. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well, we'll vote on the motion to table. Is there a discussion 
of the motion to table? Those in favor of the motion to table vote aye. Those opposed 
vote no. The chair is in doubt. Those in favor stand, please. Twenty for. Those that 
are opposed to the motion will please stand. There are 20 for and 19 against, so the 
motion to table is carried 20 voting for and 19 against. 

I think that in explanation of this, even though the motion is tabled, perhaps Mr. 
Shuart could clear up some of the things about this, in that he has made an investiga- 
tion of the matter. 


Mr. SHUART: Your Association office is aware of the requirements of the Kansas 
State High Schools Activities Association regarding these contests and having to be 
cleared by them before they are conducted in high schools over the state; and as your 
chairman sometime ago suggested this, we checked into it, and you will recall, that the 
association was pretty much under fire this last session of the legislature, and it was a 
little hard to tell who was in charge of the thing, and we couldn’t get a definite answer; 
but since it’s been tabled, that’s moot now. 

But I would want to point out that the mere fact that the JC’s conduct a contest 
doesn’t mean that the Bar shouldn’t do the same thing, in my opinion. Certainly other 
organizations do the same thing; it’s something we should do. 

Speaking from a public relations standpoint, awarding a prize is also a gimmick that’s 
used to get publicity. You all recall seeing in the paper, “Miss So and So”, and they get 
a picture in the paper. That’s one way of publicizing the Bar is interested in citizenship, 
and for $100.00 you buy, really, pictures in all the papers in the state. 

I am very much in accord and I think the Public Relations Committee is in accord 
with the idea that this is a worthwhile enterprise, and something that should be done, 
and I think we would get our hundred dollars’ worth very easily. But it is something 
that has to be worked out to the satisfaction of the High School Activities Association. 
- I might say that the Cherokee County Bar some time ago decided that an essay on 
the subject of government would be a means of awarding a prize, a trip up to Topeka 
to see a governor inaugurated, and they offered the prize, awarded it and were all ready 
to go when the association said “This can’t be done.” Well, I had to do a little talking 
with the then chairman, and he said, “You can’t do that.” So I said, “All right, we will 
just have to announce then that we were all ready to do it, and you say no,” and being 
public relations minded, he decided that maybe we could go ahead and award the trip 
to the student and her mother up to Topeka to see the governor inaugurated. 

So we do have that problem that here in Kansas, we have to be careful that these 
prizes are not such that they will taint the student and he becomes a professional. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, Mr. Walker for your good work. 
The Committee on Unauthorized Practice of Law, Mr. W. E. Treadway. 
Does your committee report have recommendations? 


Mr. TREADWAY: We have a short concluding recommendation. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Will you come forward, please. 
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UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW 


Mr. TREADWAY: Mr. President, members of the Association, this is a report and 
concluding recommendation of the committee on unauthorized practice that will not call 
for any appropriation or expenditure. My apologies, Mr. President, for being unable to 
be here yesterday, when the committee was called upon to make its report. 


Prior to December, 1956, your Committee had received but one complaint, which 
went to the relationship between the profession of law and that of architecture in the 
matter of contracts embodying plans and specifications for building construction. This 
subject is believed to be one more properly for possible consideration by some new 
inter-professional committee such as those previously created to deal with problems aris- 
ing with bankers and accountants. 


Since December, 1956, this Committee has received a number of complaints which 
have been handled, for the most part to a conclusion, by reference to the appropriate 
county attorney or to the Attorney General. 


Grandiose newspaper advertising has resulted in referrals to the Committee. Some of 
these concerned offices operating in Topeka and Kansas City, Kansas, advertising com- 
plete federal and state income tax service in such a way that legal counsel relative to 
tax laws might be implied. However, investigations made by the County Attorneys of 
Shawnee and Wyandotte Counties indicate that while the advertising of these offices is 
questionable, their activity is essentially that of preparing tax returns from statistics 
furnished by their not too numerous Customers. 

The Committee had its attention invited by the Executive Secretary of the American 
Bar Associaiton Committee on Unauthorized Practice of the Law to an advertisement 
inserted by a non-lawyer of Pittsburg, Kansas, in the Wall Street Journal in November, 
1956, as follows: 

“DO YOU HAVE FEDERAL ESTATE TAX PROBLEMS? THOUSANDS OF 
$$’s have been conserved for Estate Owners who have used the professional ser- 
vices of ESTATE EQUALIZATION ASSOCIATES. If your estate is $350,000 or 
more than you too can profit from our ESTATE PLANNING SERVICES. For 
full details: Write... .” 

An investigation by the County Attorney of Crawford County, Kansas, disclosed the 
advertiser’s actual activities to be limited to a modest life insurance business. 

A rash of phenomenally similar complaints have been received from widely scattered 
sections of Kansas revealing the utmost boldness on the part of some individuals, en- 
gaged in the collection of accounts, who have been charged with holding themselves out 
to the: public as able to perform professional legal services, and in some instances with 
masquerading under a pretense of professional status to the confusion of some debtors. 

In Great Bend and in Hays, separate individuals have been engaging in business under 
the unincorporated firm name of Kansas Mutual Credit Association. At Independence, 
an individual operated one such business as Central Credit Rating Bureau, and the same 
man conducted a second business at Coffeyville styled Central Bureau of Investigation. 
The complaint against the Great Bend operator was that he would have a creditor assign 
an account to him, and then proceed to file suit on such assigned account by a bill of 
particulars prepared and signed by him “in his own proper person.” He was enjoined 
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from engaging in the practice of law in nearby Pawnee County upon petition of James 
R. Boyd, the County Attorney of the latter county. 
The individual engaged in business at Independence and Coffeyville during February, 
1957, advertised: 
CREDITORS, ATTENTION! 

“Don’t let your accounts get too old. Let us collect them. Attorney services— 
court action. Affiliated offices from coast to coast. Member of local Chamber of 
Commerce. Will answer any inquiries as to qualifications, etc. Central Bureau of 
Investigation. Write. . .” 

The above individual in notifying debtors of accounts in his hands for collection, 
used the following form: 
“LEGAL SUIT 
PLAINTIFF. . . 
DEFENDANT... 
NOTICE 


YOUR ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED That plaintiff has authorized its legal repre- 
sentative, whose name is herby executed and hereto affixed to draw petition, and 
order served to prosecute, demand judgment, and then order execution for funds 
in the amount of $3.00 and LEGAL EXPENSES. 

This Notice is final with the exception of the Court order which instructs either 
Sheriff or Constable to deliver summons for Defendant to appear in court or allow 
JUDGMENT to be taken and execution ordered, 


(NOTARY SEAL) (Signed). . . - 





This individual was enjoined permanently from such advertising and from illegally prac- 
ticing law within the state of Kansas, by the District Court of Montgomery County, 
sitting at Independence, on April 2, 1957, upon petition of Tom Crossan, County At- 
torney of Montgomery County, and in addition he surrendered his commission as a 
Notary Public. 

The individual in business at Hays, curiously enough, has been using exactly the same 
printed form captioned “Legal Suit” to notify debtors of accounts for collection, as that 
above quoted in full used by the party operating at Independence and Coffeyville. These 
tidings to small debtors have been signed by the gentleman at Hays as “Attorney in 
fact,” followed by an officious Notary Public seal. Numerous debtors in the vicinity 
of WaKeeney have complained to members of the bar of receiving such documents. 
At the time of formulation of this Report, the Attorney General has requested the 
County Attorney of Ellis County to institute proceedings to enjoin these activities. 

Since the above printed “Legal Suit” form has cropped up in widely distant places 
in Kansas, it is probable that it may be in use even more extensively by collection 
agents throughout the state. It is recommended that local bar associations and county 
attorneys be on the continued lookout for such activities. 


Respectfully submitted, 
JAMES K. CUBBISON L. PERRY BISHOP 
CHARLES S. ARTHUR DON POSTLETHWAITE 
DONALD HICKMAN Harry O. JANICKE, Ex Officio 


W. E. TREADWAY, Chairman. 


Mr. TREADWAY: Since the typing of this committee report, and within the last 48 
hours, for that reason, I beg the indulgence to make this recommendation, the situation 
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has developed from an investigation standpoint conducted at the instance of the At- 
torney General, disclosing that a statewide syndicate, furnishing what is referred to as 
a portfolio of forms under a licensing system which they choose to refer to as a fran- 
chise to individuals in the collection business throughout the State of Kansas, offering 
the use of these forms for the purpose as described by them as persuading creditors to 
make payment of small claims and accounts. The Attorney General's office is in pos* 
session of much more information developed within the last 48 hours than is possible 
to include in this report. 

The recommendation of the committee is that if you have any clients, which I doubt 
any of you have, but if you learn of any individuals within your respective counties 
who have been in receipt of any of these documents, and information of the last 48 
hours discloses that the document I read is merely number one of a series, of number 
two and so on, which would really make your hair curl, they refer to witness fees, court 
costs, judgment, interest and total and evidence, a printed form. If you learn or come 
into possession of any of these forms within the next few days, if you will either mail 
those in promptly to the chairman of the committee or directly to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, it will be appreciated by your committee, and that is the concluding recommenda- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. President, I move that the committee report be accepted. 

(Motion seconded and carried.) 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Improvement of Laws and Procedures, Mr. James Putnam, 
Emporia, Kansas. Mr. Putnam, does your report contain recommendations? 

MR. PUTNAM: Yes. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Will you come forward, please? 


IMPROVEMENT OF LAWS AND PROCEDURES 


Mr. PUTNAM: Mr. President and members of the assembly. Our formal report is 
complete in itself, and we will file that as suggested. 

The formal report is as follows: 

“Your committee on Improvement of Laws and Procedure has had under considera- 
tion 36 proposals. Many of these were discussed at the mid-year meeting in Hutchinson. 

“Over one-half of the pending proposals await further committee consideration. Sev- 
eral others are now ready for committee vote, but were lacking certain information or 
facts at the time of our last committee session. The committee adopted by a majority 
vote the following 8 proposals which bear committee number designations: 


No. 7 Amending G. S. 68-419 by adding the following: “Mailing of the notice 
required by this section within ninety days after such damages are sus- 
tained, shall be deemed sufficient service of notice of a claim.” 

No. 14 An act authorizing the Supreme Court to promulgate and prescribe gen- 
eral rules of procedure in civil actions in the District Courts and the 
Supreme Court. 

No. 15 Amending G. S. 68-2803 providing for the taking of depositions in civil 
actions. 

No. 19 Comparative negligence. 

No. 21 “Three-Fourths Jury Verdict” in civil cases. 

No. 22 To amend G. S. 21-2001 by deleting the following: “or shall run away or 
escape from either of such institutions or from the lawful authorities 

thereof.” 
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No. 23 Amend Section 3, Article 12 of the constitution to permit legislature to 
provide manner in which religious corporations can hold real estate. 


No. 26 The enactment of the Nebraska law providing that under certain circum- 
stances property in the hands of surviving joint tenant will be liable for 
debts of deceased joint tenant. 

“The entire membership were polled on these 8 proposals and all were approved. 
However, it must be pointed out that the vote was far from uniform, e.g. 


No. 7 Amending G. S. 68-419 by adding a provision for mailing notice of claim 
was favored by 506 members and opposed by only 44. 
No. 21 Providing for a three-fourths jury in civil cases was favored by 384 and 


opposed by 193. 
“Perhaps a further word should be said on the latter vote as well as the vote on pro- 


posal No. 19 re comparative negligence which was approved 397 to 186 by the entire 
membership. Some of our committee members have dubbed these “controversial meas- 
ures” and feel that a more restrictive procedure should apply in the consideration of 
proposals listed in that category. 

“It seemed to the majority of the committee that proposals adopted by a majority vote 
of the committee should be submitted to the entire membership and if approved by a 
majority, recommended to the legislature with the Bar's stamp of approval. This has 
been the current procedure. 

“The Kansas Barletter of April 20, 1957, informed you of the fate of the 8 proposals: 

No. 7 as House Bill 365 was enacted into law. 

No. 14 was not printed. 

No. 15 as House Bill 164 passed House, died on General Orders in Senate. 

No. 19 as Senate Bill 136 killed in Senate Committee. 

No. 21 as Senate Bill 142 killed in Senate Committee. 

No. 22 as House Bill 524 passed House, killed by Senate. 

No. 23 SCR #10 passed Senate, died in House, three constitutional amendments 
having been passed. 

No. 26 not printed. 

“Our committee is of the opinion that some additional procedure should be provided 
for its continued effective operation, e.g., should the committee start each new Associa- 
tion year with a clean slate and consider only new proposals submitted to it? Or should 
measures previously adopted and submitted to prior legislatures without success be re- 
considered and voted upon again and handed to subsequent legislatures? 

“We are certain that the suggestions of all members will be welcomed by the com- 
mittee. 

“Your chairman is grateful for the cooperation of the committee personnel and ap- 
preciative of the interest shown by the Association in our committee. 


Respectfully submitted, 


HON. PAUL H. HEINZ LEONARD O. THOMAS 
Hon. Wo. C. KANDT GEORGE GRIST 

Hon. Lewis L. MCLAUGHLIN Hon. JAy SULLIVAN 
THOMAS M. LILLARD W. B. RYAN 

J. B. McKay, Jr. EUGENE DAVIS 

Hon. SPENCER GARD JAMES A. WILLIAMS 
EDWARD M. BODDINGTON, JR. D. B. LANG, Ex Officio 


D. C. MARTINDELL JAMES W. PUTNAM, Chairman.” 
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Mr. PUTNAM: There are three proposals which we would like to submit to you, 
which will simply help future committees in determining the various proposals that 
come to it. 

I would like to read all three of those and then if there is any discussion, they could 
be taken up separately. 

The first is that proposals be held by the committee not longer than two years. This 
committee has been in operation three years and there are some proposals that are still 
in the file that were first submitted three years ago. 

Second, that proposals adopted by the committee be voted upon by the entire mem- 
bership only in the even numbered years, as we see no reason to vote on them this year 
since the general session of the legislature now will not convene until 1959. 

Third, proposals previously adopted by the committee and previously voted upon by 
the entire membership may be readopted and resubmitted by the committee if it so 
determines. Which simply means that proposals that may not have accomplished the 
‘egislative hurdle may have considerable merit and have been adopted by both, and if 
so, if the committee determines then they should have the right and privilege in the 
future to resubmit them. 

Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of the proposals. 

(Motion seconded and carried.) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Legal Education and Admissions, Dean Jackson, Topeka. The 
Secretary advises me that has been filed and will be printed. 


LEGAL EDUCATION AND ADMISSIONS 


The Committee on Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar hereby reports that the 
efforts of the committee during the past year have been directed toward the dissemina- 
tion of information or prelegal education. Shortly before the Mid-Year Meeting of the 
Association in Hutchinson, copies of the suggestions in regard to prelegal education, 
previously issued by this committee and by the committee of the Association of Amer- 
ican Law Schools, were circulated among the members of our committee for study and 
suggestions as to revision. The matter was set for consideration at the Mid-Year Meet- 
ing. Dean Moreau, Mr. Corley, Mr. Snyder and the chairman were present at Hutchin- 
son in October. The consensus of the committee was that the statements made by the 
committees on prelegal educaiton did not need amendment or addition at this time. It 
was the opinion of the committee that the goal of the prelegal student should be the 
attainment of as broad and liberal an education as possible. The members of the com- 
mittee have attempted to bring this need of a broad education to the attention of young 
people who may be considering the law as a profession. Mr. Justice Frankfurter stated 
the message of our committee in the following letter* to a young friend: 

“My dear Paul: 

No one can be a truly competent lawyer unless he is a cultivated man. If I were 
you, I would forget all about any technical preparation for law. The best way to 
prepare for the law is to come to the study of the law as a well-read person. Thus 
alone can one acquire the capacity to use the English language on paper and in 
speech and with the habits of clear thinking which only a truly liberal education 
can give. 

No a important for a lawyer is the cultivation of the imaginative faculties by 
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reading poetry, seeing great paintings in the original or in easily available repro- 

‘ductions and listening to great music. Stock your mind with the deposit of much 
good reading and widen and deepen your feelings by experiencing vicariously as 
much as possible the wonderful mysteries of the universe and forget all about 
your future career. 


With best wishes, 
Sincerely,” 


The members of the committee also have had occasion to consult together concerning 
the methods and procedures of administering the State Bar Examination. This matter 
has had the attention of this group in past years. Certain members of the committee 
have lately discussed this matter with Mr. Chief Justice Parker, Mr. Justice Robb and 
other members of the Supreme Court of Kansas. We find ourselves in agreement with 
the Court in believing that certain changes in procedure in administering the Bar Ex- 
amination and in announcing the results thereof should be made. We understand that 
certain new procedure may be announced by the Supreme Court in the near future. 


Respectfully submitted, 
JOHN EBERHARDT LAWRENCE CHRISTENSON 
CORWIN C. SPENCER DALE CORLEY 
HON. HARRY F. FISHER NonaA E. SNYDER 
DEAN F. J. MOREAU Jog F. BALCH, Ex Officio 
T. M. LILLARD, JR. SCHUYLER W. JACKSON, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: The report of the Memorial Committee of which Robert Gar- 
vin of St. John is Chairman has been filed. There are no recommendations, and it will 
be printed in the August Bar Journal. 


MEMORIALS 


May 9, 1956, to April 24, 1957 
Your Committee, with the able assistance of our Secretary, Mr. John W. Shuart, has 
obtained reports of the deaths of 31 lawyers since our last annual meeting. These cover 
the period, May 9, 1956, to April 24, 1957. It may be that our list of deceased lawyers 
is incomplete, and, if so, the committee will welcome the cooperation of the members 
of the bar in supplying us with information as to any deceased lawyers whose names may 
have been inadvertently omitted. 


We extend our thanks to our Secretary, Mr. John W. Shuart, and to the district judges 
and attorneys who have aided us in obtaining information as to the following deceased 
lawyers: 

LEE BOND, Leavenworth, Kansas; GEORGE AUSTIN BROWN, Wichita, Kansas; 
CLAUDE J. BRYANT, Independence, Kansas; IRA BURKHOLDER, Topeka, Kansas; 
A. R. BUZICK, Salina, Kansas; RANDOLPH CARPENTER, Topeka, Kansas; JOHN 
A. CROWTHER, Salina, Kansas; CLAUDE DEPEW, Wichita, Kansas; DORAN HAM- 
ILTON DONNELLY, Stafford, Kansas; SAMUEL C. DURBIN, Wichita, Kansas; 
EARL S. FRANCIS, Topeka, Kansas; LARUE E. GOODRICH, Parsons, Kansas; ROY 
E. HAMILTON, Kansas City, Kansas; HAL HARLAN, Manhattan, Kansas; WILLIAM 


*Of Law and Men, Papers and Addresses of Felix Frankfurter, Edited by Phillip Elman, 1956, p. 103. 
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LEE HARRIS, Emporia, Kansas; RUSSELL L. HAZZARD, Dodge City, Kansas; WINN 
E. HOLMES, Wichita, Kansas; JAMES V. HUMPHREY, Junction City, Kansas; WIL- 
LIAM E. KEITH, Wichita, Kansas; EDWARD E. KITE, St. Francis, Kansas; T. V. 
McCLUGGAGE, Wichita, Kansas; MAURICE N. MCCRORY, Wichita, Kansas; W.R. 
MITCHELL, Mankato, Kansas; T. J. NORTON, Newton, Kansas; W. L. RAYNOLDS, 
Mankato, Kansas; PETER W. SEWARD, Wichita, Kansas; MARTIN P. SHEARER, 
Wichita, Kansas; CLYDE SOUDERS, Wichita, Kansas; DEWITT M, STILES, Pratt, 
Kansas; GRANT WRIGHT WAGGONER, Baxter Springs, Kansas; WILLIAM 
HENRY WAGNER, WaKeeney, Kansas. 


Respectfully submitted by your Memorial Committee, 


STEVE W. CHURCH M. F. LirRAs 

MAURICE P. O’KEEFE C. R. STAUFFACHER 

WALTER CHANEY J. O. EMERSON 

EUGENE G. COOMBS CLAYTON M. Davis, Ex Officio 
C. A. P. FALCONER ROBERT GARVIN, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Next is the report of the Committee on Professional Ethics, 
Judge J. G. Somers, Newton. That report has been filed. There are no recommenda- 
tions. It will be printed in the August Bar Journal. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 


This committee met in Hutchinson last fall and all complaints on file at that time 
were discussed and action taken either approving the report of the investigator or di- 
recting that further investigation be made. No cases have been referred to the Board 
of Bar Examiners during the past year by this committee. Ethics Committees in the 
bar associations of the larger cities have handled their own grievances, and in several 
cases action has been taken and disbarment resulted. 


We have five incomplete investigations now pending and apparently none of them 
is serious, just annoying to all concerned. Every complaint filed with the chairman is 
immediately investigated. Most are easily explained. Some require correction by the 
lawyer involved. Most complaints would never arise if the lawyer would take the time 
and trouble to explain the matter to the client. 


A number of questions on Ethics have been submitted to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, all but one of which can be answered by referring to opinions of the committee 
on Legal Ethics of the American Bar Association where similar questions have arisen. 


All this requires time and effort on the part of the committee and it is our hope that 
the members of the association deem it worth while. 


Respectfully submitted, 
CLAYTON S. FLoopD THOMAS M. VANCLEAVE, SR. 
WARREN E. GRANT ARTHUR S. HUMPHREY 
ROBERT E. RUSSELL W. D. JocHEMsS 
Don Foss F. C. BANNON, Ex Officio 


J. RICHARDS HUNTER J. G. Somers, Chairman. 
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PRESIDENT HAYNES: Shall we hear from our Program Committee, Bob Gilliland, 
Hutchinson. 


Mr. GILLILAND: Mr. Chairman, your Program Committee is too tired to report at 
this time. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We thank you very much for your good work, and we see the 
evidence of it. 


I just want to comment, going back a little ways. 


The good work of our Unauthorized Practice of Law Committee, is one of the things 
that makes it worthwhile to belong to this association. What they are doing is for 
your benefit. They are preserving the practice of law for lawyers. 


Relations with Lay Adjusters, Howard Harper, Junction City. 


Mr. HARPER: We filed our report on April 1st, three papers, but since that time 
we have made arrangements to meet with the Kansas Claims Association at their meet- 
ing next month, and although we had a recommendation, we were not in unanimous 
agreement about it, and I think we would prefer to defer the filing of our report, and 
ask permission to withdraw it at this time and refile it later and if it takes any affirma- 
tive action, we will defer that until next year. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Unless there is some objection, that will be permitted, Mr. 
Harper. 


RELATIONS WITH LAY ADJUSTERS* 


The members of your committee on relations with lay adjusters have corresponded 
with each other during the year. Apparently our respective relations with lay adjusters 
have been good, as we have had no complaints or suggestions for a change in our 
method of conduct with the exception hereinafter noted. In the interest of keeping all 
members currently informed as to the policy of this association we desire to reprint 
here the major portion of this committee’s report as adopted April 17, 1954, containing 
our proposed amendment, which appears in paragraph 5. The original report in full 
can be found in the August, 1954, issue of the Journal of the association, Vol. XXIII, 
No. 1, pp. 61-63. 


1. Claims under insurance policies, for the purpose of this statement, are divided into 
two classes: 


First—A claim in contract by a policyholder or beneficiary directly against the in- 
surance company which issued the contract. 


Second—A claim of a third person in tort against the holder of a policy of lia- 
bility insurance. 





*This report was withhheld from presentation at the Wichita meeting for the reason the committee felt it 
should be taken up with and app’ by the Kansas Claims Association before it was presented to our associa- 
tion, and the annual meeting of the Kansas Claims Association was not held until May 16, 1957, at Salina. Chair- 
man Harper met with the board of directors of the Kansas Claims Association and took this matter up with them. 
The report was approved by this group, and it will be printed in the next roster of the Kansas Claims Association. 
This statement of principles has already been adopted by the Conference Committee on Adjusters of the following 
organizations: 


ican Bar Association, American Mutual Alliance, Association of Casualty and Su. Companies, Interna- 
tional Claim Associaiton, National Association of Independent Insurance Adjusters, Natio Association of Inde- 
pendent Insurers, and National Board of Fire Underwriters. 
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2. In the first class the claimant and the insurance company each has the right to dis- 
cuss the merit of the claim with the other, and to settle it. 


3. In the second class, under a policy by which the company insures the liability of 
the policyholder, it is recognized that the company has a direct financial interest 
in the claim presented against the policyholder, and in a suit in which the name of 
the company may not appear as a party litigant, but which the company is obliged 
to defend in the name of the policyholder. Therefore, the company has a right: 


(a) To discuss with the policyholder or the claimant the merit of the claim, and 
to settle it. 


(b) To investigate the facts, interview witnesses, appraise damages, consider and 
determine the liability of the insurance company and its policyholder in the 
factual circumstances. 


4. In handling claims under the second class: 


(a) The companies or their representacives will not advise the claimant as to 
his legal rights. 


(b) The companies and their representatives, including attorneys, will inform 
the policyholder of the progress of any suit against the policyholder and its 
probable results. If any diversity of interest shall appear between the policy- 
holder and the company, the policyholder shall be fully advised of the situa- 
tion and invited to retain his own counsel. Without limiting the general 
application of the foregoing, it is contemplated that this will be done in 
any case in which it appears probable that an amount in excess of the limit 
of the policy is involved, or in any case which the company is defending 
under a reservation of rights, or in any case in which the prosecution of a 
counterclaim appears advantageous to the policyholder. 


5. Under both classes of claims: 


(a) The companies will not deal directly with any claimant represented by an 
attorney without the consent of the attorney. (The word “deal” means to 
“negotiate,” “settle,” “do business with” and “negotiate for a settlement of a 
payment.” Any definition of the word “deal” would not prevent a direct ap- 
proach to a claimant for the purpose of checking his identification, or the 
bona fides of his representation by an attorney.) 


(b) No lay person, lay firm, lay partnership or corporation serving as a repre- 
sentative of an insurance company in the handling of a claim, shall engage 
in the practice of law. 


(c) The companies may properly interview any witness, or prospective witnesses, 
without the consent of opposing counsel or party. In doing so, however, the 
company representative will scrupulously avoid any suggestion calculated to 
induce the witnesses to suppress or deviate from the truth, or in any degree 
affect their free or untrammeled conduct when appearing at the trial or on 
the witness stand. If any witness making a signed statement so requests, he 
shall be given a copy thereof. (1. That this language applies to all witnesses 
—-plaintiffs, defendants, and neutral witness; 2. That no time limit is placed 
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upon the witness requesting a copy of this statement; and 3. That the obli- 
gation to furnish the copy of the statement runs only to the witness himself 
or herself.) (The word “witness,” in this paragraph, shall be construed to 
include “parties,” but this construction shall not authorize an interview of a 
party after he is represented by an attorney.) 


(d) The companies or their representatives will not advise claimant to refrain 


from seeking legal advice, or against the retention of counsel to protect his 
interest. 


(e) The companies will respect the disabilities of minors and incompetents, and 
agree that no settlement of a cause of action of an infant or an incompetent 
shall be presented to a court for approval, except under provision for an 
investigation of the propriety of the settlement either by the court or by 
counsel independent of the defendant. 


(£) The companies will not permit their employees—whether laymen or lawyers 
—to collect for agents or policyholders claims or accounts in which the 
company has no interest. 


(g) The companies recognize that the Canons of Ethics of the American Bar 
Association apply to all branches of the legal profession, and that specialists 
in particular branches are not to be considered as exempt from the applica- 
tion of those Canons. 


(h) Lay adjusters will only be permitted to fill in blanks of release forms pre 
viously drafted by counsel, and they will be forbidden to draft special re- 
leases called for by the unusual circumstances of any settlement. All such 
special releases shall be prepared by counsel. 


(i) The companies will undertake to be responsible for the conduct of their 
employees in observing and executing the foregoing principles, and will 
endeavor to see that their representatives, other than employees, do likewise. 


Your committee recommends the readoption as amended of the above statement of 
policy governing relations with lay adjusters, and further recommends that this be the 
policy of the association governing our relations with all insurance companies, investi- 
gators, and all adjusters, whether they be lawyers or laymen. 


Your committee recommends the continuance of a committee on relations with lay 
adjusters for this association for the benefit of all concerned; and your committee ex- 
presses the hope that all complaints of the conduct of lawyers, insurance companies and 
lay adjusters in connection with claims under insurance policies, or otherwise, may be 
referred to this committee for its consideration. 


Respectfully submitted, 
J. D. CONDERMAN NORMAN JETER 
RICHARD O. JONES Jor F. BALCH, Ex Officio 
Victor H. TEGARDEN HOWARD W. HARPER, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: The report of the committee on Taxation is filed. There are 
no recommendations. It will be printed in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 
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TAXATION 


Mr. President: Your Committee on Taxation makes the following report: 


Prior to the mid-year meeting at Hutchinson in October, 1956, the members of the 
committee, at the request of the chairman, submitted suggested topics for discussion and 
possible action by the committee during the current year. A memorandum setting forth 
all of the suggested topics was forwarded to each committee member prior to the Hutch- 
inson meeting to serve as an outline of discussion at that meeting. Discussion of these 
topics was had at the Hutchinson meeting in October and at a further meeting of the 
committee in Topeka on April 6, 1957, resulting in the following conclusions: 


A. Federal Taxation. 


1. With respect to the matter of the pending legislation in Congress relating to in- 
come tax deductions for contributions by self-employed persons to retirement pension 
plans, it was felt that this Association, by action taken during the 1955-1956 Association 
year, had already indicated its endorsement of such legislation, to the end that any rec- 
ommendations by this committee for action by the Association would be inappropriate. 
It was suggested that the only further action appropriate at this time would be that of 
encouraging individual members of the Association to communicate with the members 
of Congress from Kansas, making known their endorsement of such legislation and 
urging its enactment. 

2. A member of the committee has proposed that consideration be given to the de- 
sirability of an amendment to 1954 LR.C. Sec. 7502 so as to make the postmark date 
the filing date for tax returns, as well as for the other documents mentioned in that 
section. It was pointed out that attorneys preparing tax returns whose offices are located 
in areas of the state distant from Wichita are at a disadvantage, if the Code section is 
enforced as written, in that returns would have to be mailed sufficiently prior to April 
15th that they would be received in Wichita on that day to be timely filed. Investiga- 
tion of the committee reports on that Code section fails to reveal any stated reason why 
tax returns were excepted from the new provision that the postmark date shall con- 
stitute the filing date for documents pertaining to tax matters. It was noted that certain 
District Directors of Internal Revenue seemingly are following the practice of treating 
a return as having been timely filed if postmarked on or before the due date even 
though the return is not received at the Director's office until after the due date. The 
committee feels that, if it should appear that the Internal Revenue Service is going to 
pursue a policy of enforcing Code Sec. 7502 as written, action should be taken by a 
future committee toward seeking an appropriate amendment to this section. 


B. State Taxation 


1. A member of the committee suggested that consideration be given to the enact- 
ment of a statute requiring apportionment of federal estate tax liability among recipients 
of taxable transfers from a decedent's estate in the absence of a contrary direction in the 
will. An instance was cited wherein joint tenancy property passed to a survivor other 
than the widow free of any obligation for payment of any share of federal estate tax, 
the result being that the widow, as residuary legatee, received nothing, the residuary 
estate having been exhausted in providing for payment of taxes. Discussion of this pro- 
posal revealed that there are a number of questions and problems involved in the appli- 
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cation of such a plan, the solution of which was not altogether clear. For instance, a 
question was raised as to how such apportionment could be made effective in the case 
of property which, although includible in the gross estate for federal estate tax pur- 
poses, does not pass under the will or by intestate succession (e.g. life-time transfers, 
life insurance proceeds, and joint tenancy property), and, in particular, property lo- 
cated outside Kansas passing to a recipient who is not a Kansas resident and is in no 
way subject to the jurisdiction of the Kansas probate court in which the estate is being 
administered. Questions were also raised concerning the effects of such an apportion- 
ment statute on the administration of the Kansas Inheritance Tax Act, and concerning 
possible disadvantageous results from the standpoint of the marital deduction provisions 
of the federal estate tax provisions of the Code. The committee recommends that, be- 
fore any definite action be taken on this proposal, next year’s committee investigate the 
provisions of such apportionment statutes in other states, and their success or lack of 
success in actual practice. 


2. A suggestion was made that the Kansas Income Tax Act be conformed to the 
1954 Code in respect to capital loss carry-overs and net operating loss carry-backs and 
carry-overs. It was noted that this is only one instance of the broader problem of cor- 
relating more closely the state income tax act to the federal law, a matter which has in 
the past, reportedly, received some study by the office of the Revisor of Statutes. The 
committee having been unable to do so this year, it is recommended that future com- 
mittees, as time permits, discuss the general problem with the Revisor's office and the 
Income Tax Division with the object of ascertaining what specific proposals should be 
supported looking toward further desirable correlation between the two statutes. 


3. A proposal to revise the Kansas inheritance tax form IH-12 for inventory and 
appraisal for inheritance tax purposes and to conform that form to the inventory and 
appraisal form used in the probate courts received a favorable reaction by the committee 
members present. The discussions indicated a feeling on the part of several members 
of the committee that a new inheritance tax reporting form might be developed on 
which, as in the case of the federal estate tax return form, the attorney preparing it 
would ‘compute the tax, rather than leaving this function solely to the inheritance tax 
division. The tax reporting form could be a separate form from that used in the pro- 
bate courts, but could be so prepared that double columns could be provided showing 
in one column valuations for probate purposes of property passing through the estate, 
and showing in the other column valuations of both the property passing through the 
estate and other property or interests which are taxable but which do not pass through 
the estate for inheritance tax purposes. A copy of the probate inventory and appraisal, 
certified by the probate judge to be correct, could be attached to the tax return form 
as filed, thereby eliminating the objections voiced by certain probate judges to their 
certifying forms IH-12 wherein property not passing through the probate estate is 
described and valued. It was recommended that further study be given to this proposal 
by future committees and that the matter be discussed with representatives of the In- 
heritance Tax Division preparatory to drafting a suggested revised form for inheritance 


tax reporting purposes. 


Since a quorum was not present at either meeting of the committee this year, the 
members present were unable to take any action by way of recommending to the Asso- 
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ciation that it take any formal action on any of the proposals discussed, and no such 
recommendation is herein contained. 


Respectfully submitted, 
HAROLD R. SCHROEDER OscAR BELIN 
ERVIN G. JOHNSTON EUGENE P. ZUSPANN 
MARK L. BENNETT R. L. LETTON 
JOSEPH J. POIZNER JOHN A. ETLING 
HENRY H. ASHER H. O. JANICKE, Ex Officio 


WILLARD N. VAN SLYCK, JR., Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Next is Relations with the Medical Profession, William E. 
Cunningham, Arkansas City. The report is filed, there are no recommendations. It will 
be printed in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 


RELATIONS WITH THE MEDICAL PROFESSION 


Your committee submits the following report for the year 1956-1957. 

The Committee was called upon several times during the year in connection with its 
function as a liaison with various medical groups. One such meeting was held at Den- 
ver, Colorado, on March 22, 23, 1957. The meeting was well attended by members of 
the Kansas Bar Association, and was sponsored by the Law Department and Committee 
on Medicolegal Problems, American Medical Association. The film “The Medical Wit- 
ness”, mentioned with approval in American Bar News, Vol. 2, No. 3, March 15, 1957, 
was shown at that time. 

The Committee feels that the Medico-Legal Symposium approach is helpful but far 
from the answer to the problem of relations between the two professions. It is our 
belief that a direct approach by the professions at the Community or County Association 
level will best product results beneficial to the professions, the courts and all others con- 
cerned. Meetings at this level will produce immediate interest. Present methods of 
approach are entirely too slow, too remote and produce little but conversation. 

During the past year the Bar Association of the State of Kansas has been steadily and 
rapidly increasing the advailability of material. This material, both original and dupli- 
cated from other sources, is of immense benefit. Dissemination of the Wisconsin Inter- 
professional Code, reports from Ohio and Oregon are worthwhile and attract great 
interest in the professions. Mr. Ford Harbaugh of the Committee used these reports 
with great success in a meeting with the Tri County Medical Society, the membership 
including the doctors of Sumner, Barber and Harper Counties. The Cowley County 
Medical Association has expressed interest and has been furnished with copies of these 
reports. In past years the doctors and attorneys of Cowley County, Kansas, and Kay 
County, Oklahoma, have held joint meetings at least once a year. Plans are under way 
to reestablish these meetings, on an annual or semi-annual basis. 

Awareness of the importance of the problem of relationships is widespread. The 
American Bar Journal, October, 1956, has an excellent article by David W. Peck, Pre- 
siding Justice of the New York Supreme Court, Appellate Division, First Department, 
entitled “A Successful New Plan: Impartial Medical Testimony.” 

Requests for ideas from local attorneys were presented at Community and County 
Bar Association Meetings and have been productive of worthwhile suggestions. 
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Your Committee recommends a continuation of the work and believes it to be of 
extreme value. However, we believe that more can, and will, be accomplished by ap- 
proach at the Community and County level. Judges can and should be leaders in this 
. work. Our goal must be an Interprofessional Code at the earliest possible time. 


Respectfully submitted, 
WILLIAM TINKER EDWARD CURRY 
ForD HARBAUGH BLAKE A. WILLIAMSON 
RALPH THORNE ROBERT Upp 
REx A. LAFFERTY LESTER LUTHER 
DAviD PRAGER Geo. B. Powers, Ex Officio 


WILLIAM E. CUNNINGHAM, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: The report of the Labor Law Committee has been filed. There 
are no recommendations. It will also be printed in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 


LABOR LAW 


The Committee on Labor Law of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas should 
be continued. 


This newly organized committee held its first meeting at the annual mid-year meet- 
ing of the Association, held at Hutchinson October 26, 1956. The principal discussion 
at that meeting related to the proper function and scope of the work of the committee 
and the general status of the labor law, both statutory and judicial, in Kansas. Mr. L. M. 
Cornish, Jr., was delegated the task of preparing a proposed statement of the objectives 
of the committee. 

It was agreed that there is room for improvement of the laws and administrative reg- 
ulations of Kansas pertaining to labor-management relations, and particularly in the 
following fields: 


1. Collective bargaining for wages and working conditions, including particularly, 
negotiation and arbitration. 

2. The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

3. Unemployment Compensation. 

4. Enactment of a State Labor Relations Law which would satisfy the compatibility 
requirements of Section 10(a) of the National Labor Relations Act of 1947, 
so as to enable the National Labor Relations Board to cede jurisdiction to the 
State of Kansas of those disputes involving or affecting interstate commerce 
over which the Board is either unable or unwilling to take jurisdiction. 

A second meeting was held in Topeka in the office of Paul E. Wilson, Assistant At- 
torney General, who is a member of the committee, on December 6, 1956, at which 
time Mr. Cornish recommended, and the following statement of objectives of the Labor 
Law Committee was approved: 


“The objective of this committee shall be to study the present laws of this state 
pertaining to labor relations and make such recommendations to the state associa- 
tion and its membership as will make such said laws usable, helpful and equitable 
to the employee, the employer and the public. This includes a study of the field 
of cooperation between the state and federal jurisdictions. This committee will 
study the possibility of sponsoring an annual labor law institute with the purpose 
of better equipping the general legal practitioner with a basic knowledge of the 
labor relations field.” 
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Further discussion of various Labor Law problems was had, and Mr. Paul E. Wilson 
was asked to request the Attorney General to write to the General Counsel for the 
National Labor Relations Board, to ascertain how the State of Kansas could qualify 
under Section 10(a) of the National Labor Relations Act to have the Board cede juris- 
diction to the State of those cases over which the Board either could not or did not 
exercise jurisdiction. 

In the opinion of the General Counsel for the National Labor Relations Board, no 
State laws meet the requirements of the compatibility clause of Section 10(a), and 
accordingly the National Board has never ceded jurisdiction to any state of any such 
cases. 

At the suggestion of Mr. James H. Barnes, of Kansas City, a member of the com- 
mittee, Mr. Ward D. Martin of Topeka, also a member of the committee, was delegated 
to correspond with the Executive Director of the Employment Security Division of the 
State Labor Department concerning the possible need for tempering, lessening or modi- 
fying some of the penalty provisions of Kansas Employment Security Division for of- 
fenses involving minor irregularities, failure to report small amounts earned, and false 
claims involving small sums of money. 

No definite conclusions have yet been reached on this subject by the committee. 


It is the consensus of the committee: 


(a) That there exists a need in the State of Kansas for a comprehensive and im- 
partial study of its Labor Laws by an impartial body. 

(b) That members of the Bar of Kansas, representing both labor and manage- 
ment, and both union and non union, wage earners, serving as members on 
this committee and in other capacities, can render a public service by further 
study and public discussion of means to improvement of our laws and ad- 
ministrative regulations in an impartial manner, to the end that fair labor- 
management contracts can be mutually agreed upon and arrived at. 

(c) That the Kansas Workmen’s Compensation Act and Unemployment Com- 

pensation Act should be studied to the end of impartially achieving the best 

public good. 

Experts in the field of labor-management relations, both within this state and 

from other states, should be invited to speak on this subject at our state and 

district Bar Association meetings, for the advice and benefit of those of us 
who are unfamiliar with the subject and its problems. 

(e) Kansas is already well on its way to becoming industrialized in many parts 
of the state. We are going to have to face the difficult problems of labor- 
management relations more and more in the future, and it behooves all mem- 
bers of the Bar of Kansas to become familiar with the laws and with the best 
procedure for handling the problems and settling the disputes. 

(f) This committee should be continued. 


Dated April 18, 1957. 


(d 


~ 


Respectfully submitted, 


JAMES H. BARNES CARL T. SMITH 

FRED A. BEATTY WARD MARTIN 

FRANTZ LORIAUX PAUL E. WILSON 

L. M. CORNISH C. L. CLARK 

A. J. STANLEY, JR. WESLEY E. BROWN, Ex Officio 


PETER F. CALDWELL, Chairman. 
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PRESIDENT HAYNES: The report of the Committee on Prospective Legislation, John 
Q. Royce, Chairman, will be read by the executive secretary, since the chairman asked 
that it be read. 


PROSPECTIVE LEGISLATION 


Mr. President and Members of the Bar: 


Your committee on Prospective Legislation met on December 6, 1956, and on Jan- 
uary 5, 1957, with the committee on Improvement of Laws and Procedures, committee 
on Selection, Tenure and Retirement of Judges, and a select committee of the Execu- 
tive Council—W. M. Ferguson, C. E. Chalfant, Joe F. Balch, in connection with pro- 
posing to the 1957 session of the legislature a constitutional amendment which would 
provide for the nonpartisan selection of supreme court justices and district court judges; 
and together with the other two standing committees and the select committee delivered 
to the Judiciary committees of the House and Senate a draft of a proposed concurrent 
resolution to amend the constitution of the State of Kansas to provide therefor. 


We are pleased to report that a resolution to amend the Constitution of the State of 
Kansas was adopted by the legislature and will be voted upon by the people of Kansas 
in the general election in the fall of 1958. While the resolution adopted by the legis- 
lature did not follow exactly the proposal made by the Bar Association in that the 
selection of judiciary under the amendment was limited to supreme court justices, your 
committee believes that the resolution as adopted is a step in the right direction and 
should be supported by every member of the Bar Association. 


At a meeting held on February 13, 1957, your committee considered the numerous 
proposals for legislation which had been received from the committee on Improvement 
of Laws and Procedures, and upon which a poll of the members of the Bar Association 
had been taken on November 3, 1956. Certain of the bills were recommended for 
introduction in the House and certain for introduction in the Senate; and through the 
efforts of the members of the committee and John W. Shuart, Executive Secretary, all 
of the proposed bills were introduced with the exception of a proposal that property in 
the hands of a surviving joint tenant should be liable for debts under certain circum- 
stances and a proposal which would authorize the supreme court to promulgate and 
describe general rules of procedure in civil actions in district courts and the supreme 
court. Action on the other recommended proposals is as follows: 

+7—HB 365—Amends G. S. 68-419, providing notices of claims may be 
mailed within 90 days. Signed by Governor. 

#15—HB 164—Amends G. S. 68-2803, providing for the taking of depositions 
in civil actions. Passed House, died on General Orders in Senate. 

#19—SB 136—Comparative negligence act. Killed in Senate Committee. 

##21—SB 142—“Three-Fourths Jury Verdicts.” Killed in Senate Committee. 


#¢22—HB 524—Amend G. S. 21-2001, making the running away from such 
institution not a felony. Passed House, killed in Senate. 


##23—SCR #10—Amend Sec. 3, Art. 12 of the constitution. Permit legisla- 
ture to provide manner in which religious corporations can hold real estate. Passed 
Senate, died in House, three constitutional amendments having been passed. 

While your committee recognizes the obligation of the bar to recommend and sup- 
port procedural changes looking toward the improvement of administration of justice, 
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your committee feels that it and the Bar Association would be more effective in se- 
curing the passage of this legislation if effort werc concentrated on fewer proposals; 
and therefore, it is the recommendation of the committee that the association consider 
action to limit the number of Association sponsored bills. 
Your committee further wishes to commend John W. Shuart, Executive Secretary, 
for his excellent cooperation with and service rendered to this committee and to the 
| Bar Association in connection with the proposed legislation. Your committee further 
wishes to recognize and commend the services of Judge Spencer Gard for the prepara- 
tion and drafting of the Bar Association’s “Kansas Plan” for Selection of Judges. 


Respectfully submitted, 
Max DICE JAMES W. PORTER 
PAUL WUNSCH WILFORD RIEGLE 
ROBERT A. ANDERSON JOHN MURRAY 
EDWARD M. BODDINGTON, SR. GARNER E. SHRIVER 
RICHARD L, BECKER JOHN Q. RoyYcE, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there anything for action of the assembly? I think that’s 
more or less obvious that we'd probably better concentrate more on few bills than too 
many. 

Now tomorrow morning we will convene at 9 o'clock, and at that time we will have 
the reports of the committees whose chairmen were not present when the report was 
called for. We will have the report of the Resolutions Committee, the Nominating 
Committee and election of officers, and at 10 o’clock we will have a debate on the 
subject of Uniform Rules for Pre-Trial Procedure. Dave Prager of Topeka will take 
the affirmative and Wayne Coulson of Wichita the negative, and the open discussion 
will be led by Judge A. K. Stavely of Lyndon. I urge you all to be present. This is a 
very timely and vital subject and I think that all of us will get a lot out of it. 


SATURDAY, APRIL 27, 1957—BALL ROOM, LASSEN HOTEL 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: The meeting will please come to order. Is John Gage of Mis- 
sion present? The Report of the Junior Bar Section, has it been filed, Mr. Secretary? 

SECRETARY SHUART: Yes sit. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Are there any recommendations? 

SECRETARY SHUART: No sir. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: Then the report of the Junior Bar Section will be filed and 
published in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 


JUNIOR BAR SECTION 


A well attended meeting and cocktail party was held for members of the Junior Sec- 
tion of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas at the Town House Hotel, Kansas 
City, Kansas, early in May, 1956, in conjunction with the Annual Meeting of the State 
Bar Association. The undersigned was elected Chairman of the Junior Section and was 
designated as Chairman of the Junior Bar Conference of the American Bar Association 
for the State of Kansas. 

On June 27, 1956, a luncheon was held at the Hotel Kansan in Topeka for newly 
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admitted Kansas lawyers. Six of the seven Supreme Court Justices were present, as 
was the Attorney General of Kansas. The purpose of this luncheon was to emphasize 
the importance of the American Bar Association and to urge that the new attorneys 
apply for membership. Mr. Charles L. Davis, Jr., was responsible for preparations for 
this luncheon and did an excellent job. Over 60 new lawyers were in attendance. 

Two Kansas lawyers were in attendance at the Junior Bar Conference meetings at 
Dallas in August. They were Mr. Robert F. Bennett, Prairie Village, Kansas, and Mr. 
Payne H. Ratner, Jr., of Wichita, Kansas, who was elected Executive Council Repre- 
sentative. 

On October 26, 1956, a committee meeting of the Junior Section of the Bar Asso- 
ciation of the State of Kansas was held at the Baker Hotel at Hutchinson, Kansas. The 
following recommendations were submitted to the Bar Association of the State of Kan- 
sas as a result of this meeting: 


(1) An effort should be made to make the luncheon for lawyers newly ad- 
mitted to the Bar, which was held at Topeka following the swearing in ceremony 

* in the Kansas Supreme Court last June, an annual affair. Last year this luncheon 

was underwritten by the American Bar Association and inquiries are being made 
to determine whether this will be the case in the future. If not, this recommenda- 
tion would include the necessary financial assistance by the Bar Association of 
the State of Kansas. 

(2) Time allowed at the Annual Meeting for Junior Bar activities should be 
increased to make possible an orderly election and business meeting of Junior Bar 
members prior to commencement of the cocktail party. It is contemplated that 
expansion of the Junior Bar program will be discussed at this meeting. 

(3) A letter should be written to the younger lawyers eligible for participation 
in the Junior Bar activities encouraging their attendance at the Annual Meeting 
of the State Bar Association. It is hoped that the Executive Secretary can provide 
assistance and facilities in preparation and mailing of this letter. 

The above recommendations were communicated to the Executive Committee of the 
Bar Association of the State of Kansas through Mr. John Shuart, Executive Secretary. 
Mr. Shuart has assured assistance in issuing literature and mailing letters to members 
of the Junior Bar relative to the activities of the Section. 


The following were appointed to various Junior Bar Conference committees: Mem- 
bership Committee, O. R. Stites, Jr., 908 National Bank of Topeka Building, Topeka, 
Kansas; Public Information, Sam A. Crow, New England Building, Topeka, Kansas; 
The “Young Lawyers” Committee, Robert F. Bennett, Medical and Office Building, 
Prairie Village, Kansas; Medico-Legal Committee, Robert M. Siefkin, Fourth National 
Bank Building, Wichita 2, Kansas; and Traffic Courts Committee, Jerome E. Jones, 
Union Center Building, Wichita 2, Kansas. 


Respectfully submitted, 


JOHN C. GAGE, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: I understand that the report of the Committee on Relations 
with Abstracters has been filed, and I believe there are no recommendations. Is that 
tight, Mr. Shuart? 

- SECRETARY SHUART: That is correct. 

PRESIDENT HAYNES: The report, then, will be published in the August issue of the 

Bar Journal. 
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RELATIONS WITH ABSTRACTERS 


Following the traditions of former committees, the present committee has had neither 
complaint nor recommendation lodged with it. From this tranquil situation, we must 
observe that all is peaceable between lawyers and abstracters, and we hereby propose 
that it remain so. There is, therefore, no formal report to be made. 


Respectfully submitted, 
RICHARD BARRETT C. H. BOONE 
WILLIAM S. EpDy A. M. FLEMING 
HAROLD MALONE W. M. BEALL 


CLARK HOWERTON, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there a report from the Committee on Relations with Real- 
tors? That committee has made no report. 


The hour of ten o'clock has arrived, and the program as outlined for that time is 
“Uniform Rules for Pretrial Procedure,” a debate. Mr. Dave Prager of Topeka will 
take the affirmative. Mr. Wayne Coulson of Wichita, the negative. And the open dis- 
cussion will be led by Judge A. K. Stavely of Lyndon. Will those gentlemen please 
come forward. 


UNIFORM RULES FOR PRETRIAL PROCEDURE 


Mr. HENSHALL: Good morning, gentlemen. My name is Charles Henshall, and I 
am the chairman of this particular seminar. 


As has been stated to you by President Haynes, the debate this morning will be on 
“Uniform Rules for Pretrial Procedure.” 


Lest there be any misunderstanding about whether or not the debate is going to be 
in the nature of “should we have pretrial,” let me hasten to say, that is not the nature 
of the debate. 


The nature of the debate will be whether or not we should have uniform rules for 
pretrial procedure, such uniform rules being those rules which have been incorporated 
in the Kansas Judicial Council Bulletin, appearing at page 145, of the December, 1956, 
issue. 

Mr. Shuart has prepared copies of these suggested uniform rules, and copies of these 
rules are at the rear end of the room. I believe each of you has had one given to you, 
and if not, let yourself be known, and we will give a copy to you. 


As has been stated, Mr. Dave Prager of Topeka will take the affirmative. Mr. Wayne 
Coulson of Wichita, will take the negative. Each will speak approximately 15 minutes 
in support of his respective position. The moderator, Judge A. K. Stavely of Lyndon, 
Kansas, following the affirmative and negative opening discussion will solicit from the 
floor, questions may be directed to any of the debaters or Judge Stavely and your co- 
cperation in such discussion is heartily requested. 


Thank you. I will turn it over now to Mr. Prager. 
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MR. PRAGER: Thank you, Charlie. Members of the Bar Association. The topic for 
discussion this morning is Uniform Rules for Pretrial Procedure. 


In the course of this discussion, I will not go into much argument about the merits 
of pre-trial, nor will I touch upon the power of the Supreme Court of Kansas to pro- 
mulgate uniform rules for pretrial procedure. If they don’t have the power, I think that 
it certainly can be given to them. 


So the main thing we are concerned here with is the desirability of uniform rules. 


In the development of the common law there has been a shifting of the methods 
used in the English and American courts to determine the issues to be adjudicated in a 
civil controversy. As a matter of fact, our pleadings are a type of pretrial. The im- 
portance of any pretrial procedure is to determine what the issues are, so that the court 
and the counsel at the time of the trial will know exactly what the disputed issues are. 


The early rules of pretrial and pleading required a system of strict formal pleadings. 
As you all know the courts in the beginning were extremely technical. If you used the 
wrong word in the wrong place, you might find yourself summarily thrown out of court. 


Then followed an era in which the rules governing pleadings were liberalized. With 
more informal rules of pleading, the rules of evidence also became less strict, so some 
of the formality of the common law trial disappeared. 


But even this liberalization of rules and procedure did not satisfy the demands of 
the public for prompt and inexpensive justice. 

In recent years we have entered a third phase in which procedures are used which 
seek to cause the parties in civil actions to disclose to their opponents before trial all, 
or at least some, of the facts upon which they rely. 


The new theory of legal procedure is that the ancient and romantic practice of trial 
of cases from ambush should be eliminated. The modern philosophy of the law seeks 
to eliminate surprise in the trial of lawsuits. 


To accomplish this purpose, there has been developed the deposition and discovery 
procedures and the procedure that is now commonly known as pretrial. 


There are some judges and lawyers who look with disfavor upon the modern philoso- 
phy and oppose the practice of pretrial. I am not going into the merits of that par- 
ticular philosophy. I have always been a believer in romance, but I am not a believer 
in romance if justice suffers as a result of too much emphasis upon that. 


Pretrial is not something new and untried. It has been in systematic use in Detroit, 
Michigan, since 1929, a period of 28 years. Gradually but steadily the use of pretrial has 
spread. It is here to stay. Pretrial has worked wonders in cutting into the backloads of 
cluttered dockets and in making court calendars current and up to date. I think you 
have all read statistics on that, so I am not going into that because that’s not the meat 
of our problem this morning. 


Essentially, pretrial consists of conferences between the attorneys for the parties to 
a lawsuit and the trial judge, the objective being to find out what the controversy is all 
about, and then to help the judge and the lawyers and litigants to find ways to simplify 
the actual trial of the case and so reduce the time and expense involved in disposing of it. 
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Pretrials should enable the judge to see that neither surprise nor technicalities win 
the battle. 


The objective of pretrial is not to force settlement nor to compel the admission of 
controverted facts. If it is used for that purpose, it is being misused. 


It is only willingly admitted facts which are sought that settlement very frequently 
is a by-product. 

In Kansas there has been a great amount of inertia among the courts and lawyers in 
accepting pretrial. We have had a pretrial statute in Kansas since it was enacted 8 
years ago, by the 1949 Legislature. That's why I say I'm not going to debate whether 
or not we should have pretrial, because we have it. It’s been on our books since 1949, 
and I think our problem is whether or not we have been making a suitable use of this 
very effective tool in handling of disputed litigation. 


I do not believe that the pretrial has been used to full advantage by the courts and 
lawyers of Kansas. I have a feeling that pretrial is not used more often because the 
Bench and Bar do not understand its function and do not understand its value and what 
it can mean to the courts, to the lawyers and to the litigants. 


Our General Statutes 1949, 60-2705, is patterned after Rule 16 of the Federal Rules 
of Procedure, and I want to at this time call your attention to the mimeographed sheets, 
at the top of the first page, where the statute is set out in full. It’s not too long, and 
I think possibly we should run through it so we can know what the present status of 
the law is. It provides as follows: 


“Pretrial procedure im district court. In any civil action pending in a district court, 
the court may in its discretion direct the attorneys for the parties to appear before it 
for a conference to consider: (1) The simplification of the issues; (2) the necessity or 
desirability of amendments to the pleadings; (3) the possibility of obtaining admissions 
of fact and of documents which will avoid unnecessary proof; (4) limitation of the 
number of expert witnesses; (5) the advisability of a preliminary reference of issues 
to a master for findings to be used as evidence when the trial is to be by jury; (6) such 
other matters as may aid in the disposition of the action. The court shall make an order 
which recites the action taken at the conference and amendments allowed to the plead- 
ings and the agreements made by the parties as to any of :he matters considered, and 
which limits the issues for trial to those not disposed of by admissions or agreements 
of counsel; and such order when entered, controls the subsequent course of the action, 
unless modified at the trial to prevent manifest injustice. The court in its discretion may 
establish by rule a pretrial calendar on which actions may be placed for consideration as 
above provided and may either confine the calendar to jury actions or to nonjury actions 
or extend it to all actions.” 


The trouble with the Kansas statute is that it doesn’t suggest to the court and the 
lawyers what to do at the pretrial conference. We read the statute and we say, well, it 
says we are supposed to simplify the issues. Well how do you go about doing that? It 
says the possibility of obtaining admissions of fact and documents which will avoid un- 
necessary proof; but there is no—there are no steps that are set forth by which this 
might be done. 


The result is that the pretrial procedure in Sedgwick County may follow one pattern 
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and the pretrial in Labette County may be something entirely different, and in many 
counties I think it’s non-existent. 


Pretrial may take a number of different forms, depending upon the idiosyncracies of 
the particular judge in the particular county. 

In some courts, pretrial consists merely in calling the lawyers before the court and 
asking what progress is made towards the disposition of the case. I think pretrial prob- 
ably takes this form, the judge might call the lawyers into chambers and say, “What 
have you boys done about trying to work out a settlement? We've just got this one 
case on the jury docket, and I don’t want to call the jury just to try it, so why don’t you 
boys see what you can do about it?” That’s one type of pretrial. Not the right type. 


In some courts, the attorneys are called into court and are asked to discuss the issues 
and pressure is brought upon them to settle the controversy. It has been indicated here- 
tofore the bringing of pressure upon counsel to settle cases is not a proper objective of 
pretrial. It may be a by-product, but coercion should not be used. 


Then in some courts the judge being one of the tin-horned god types, may after oral 
discussion dictate the issues to be tried, and say, “This is what we are trying boys, and 
I don’t care whether you agree about it or not.” That's not the proper way to operate 
[retrial. 


In some districts the pretrial conference may consist of a full discussion of the issues 
by the lawyers under supervision of the judge in open court ending in a formal order 
drafted by the parties defining the issues of the case. If it’s done in that fashion, then 
it’s being done properly. 


The solution to this wide difference of procedure among our district courts which 
has been proposed is that the Supreme Court implement the pretrial statute by the 
adoption of uniform rules for pretrial procedure to be used by all of the district courts 
in Kansas in the pretrial of civil litigation. 


The experience of other states has been that court rules work better than statutes in 
making pretrial an effective tool of the court; and the reason is that the court rules have 
the great advantage of flexibility, permitting speedy amendment and ready change as 
needed. The whole philosophy of pretrial, although a matter of many years standing, 
is still in the process of development to be made a most effective tool to be used by 
our courts. 


There is danger, of course, if uniform rules are made too rigid and too inflexible. 
If the district court is not allowed a great deal of latitude and discretion in the handling 
of a pretrial conference in a particular case, then I think there is danger in that and 
that would not be desirable. 


But it is submitted that the adoption of uniform rules would eliminate much of the 
present doubt and confusion about pretrial. That has been the experience in other states. 
In practically every state where pretrial has been effective, there have been rules estab- 
lished which serve as a guide for the court and for the lawyers. Some of the rules are 
more extensive than others. For example, here is a manual of pretrial practice pub~ 
lished by the Supreme Court of New Jersey. You will notice that this is a book con- 
sisting of 50 pages. There are a few rules applied to discovery, but most of it has to do 
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with pretrial conference, how it’s conducted, hypothetical case is given in this manual, 
the facts of the case are given, then it shows how the court has suggested methods of 
proceeding with the pretrial conference. This manual contains forms for pretrial orders 
and for notices to be sent out and any other forms necessary for using pretrial. 


The State of California last September adopted uniform rules to be used by their 
courts of general jurisdiction, those rules went into effect on January 1st of this year, 
1 believe. 


So the experience of other states has been that court rules work better to give to the 
district courts, the courts of general jurisdiction, and the lawyers, a guide. 


We could spend the morning discussing uniform rules in general, the basic idea of 
the thing, but I don’t believe we would really gain anything from a discussion. 


In Kansas our Judicial Council requested Judge A. K. Stavely to prepare a set of pro- 
posed rules on pretrial for the consideration of the Supreme Court. These proposed 
rules were printed in the December 1956 issue of the Kansas Judicial Council Bulletin. 
We have had them mimeographed for use in our discussion this morning. 


Now these rules represent a tentative draft. They are merely a starting off point, 
they are merely suggested as a place to begin the discussion. So since we are talking 
about particular rules, and have to have a place to start, let us take our mimeographed 
sheets and rather briefly run through the rules that have been proposed and then if 
anybody has any objections to any of them, then that should be the basis for discussion. 


Now you'll notice proposed rule No. 1 has to do with the nature and purpose of 
pretrial proceedings. This particular rule states “The pretrial procedure. . . is a step 
in the disposition of a civil case, and is an integral part of the trial thereof. Its purpose 
is to secure a more efficient and speedy administration of justice by definite specifica- 
tion of the precise questions of law and of fact which must be determined in the case, 
and by expediting the trial both by means of admissions and agreements of the parties 
as to matters not actually disputed, and by disposing of such incidental steps in the case 
as can be attended to in advance of the trial.” 


Then proposed rule No. 2 provides for the order for holding the pretrial conference, 
with the notice to be given to the attorneys to appear for the pretrial conference. 


Rule 3 has to do with the contents of such order, the place for the pretrial is desig- 
nated, it may be either in the courtroom or it may be in the judge’s chambers. The par- 
ticular time is also set forth. Now in this rule which has been proposed, the attorneys 
are directed to confer together a few days prior to the conference to ascertain what 
matters are not actually disputed, what matters can be admitted or agreed upon and 
what exhibits may be offered at the trial without foundations of proof. Whether or not 
these rules should go into that much detail is a question in my mind; but in any event 
here is a starting point. 

Rule 4 has to do with multiple judge district courts, providing that where at all pos- 
sible the pretrial conference should be conducted by the judge who is to try the case. 

Rule 5 provides for continuances from time to time, so that the parties can check 
back to see whether or not they may admit certain facts. 

Six has to do with duties in advance of the conference. 
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Seven has to do with the duties of participation in the pretrial conference. 


I want to call your attention in particular to Rule 8, the program of the pretrial con- 
ference. Now we recently had a pretrial conference in Shawnee County, at which one 
of our district judges had the Bulletin published by the Kansas Judicial Council, and 
he said, “Well boys let’s start here with this rule number 8 that Judge Stavely suggests, 
and see how we come out.” And the outline of the proceeding is very good, in my 
judgment, as a way to proceed. 

Rule 9 has to do with the amendment of pleadings at the conference. 

No. 10, the pretrial is not to be used to force settlement or discover evidence. 

No. 11 has to do with the pretrial order, the form and content, what is should contain. 

No. 12 has to do with the effect of the pretrial order. 


No. 13, modification of the pretrial order. And I might state that where a pretrial 
order is entered, the Federal courts have been very liberal in permitting departures from 
the pretrial order where substantial rights will not be injured by it. In other words the 
courts have leaned over backwards to see that justice is done and where it’s desirable 
to depart from the pretrial order, it may be done. It’s not enforced too rigidly, although 
it should very definitely have effect of determining, binding che parties to the issues in 
the particular case. 


Then 13, as I say, has to do with its modification. 
No. 14 provides for appeals. 
And No. 15 provides for the purpose of these rules. 


That gives you a rather general picture of the rules, and I think in the course of 
further discussion, your attention may be directed to particular rules for further com- 
ment. Thank you very much. (Applause) 


Mr. WAYNE COULSON (Wichita): Mr. Chiarman. That fellow Prager is pretty 
good, isn’t he. 


As most of you know, this is the third day of this convention, and when I awoke this 
morning, I just had the feeling that if I could stay in bed it would be better for me and 
for you and for everybody. What I have heard more or less confirms that early impres- 
sion. 

Now as a matter of self-defense, I do want to point out that I don’t appear here as a 
volunteer. I was assigned this subject by Bob Gilliland; but like any other lawyer try- 
ing to serve the desires of his client, I had no difficulty whatever in convincing myself 
that the adoption of these rules would be a catastrophe from which the Bench and Bar 
of this state would never recover. (Laughter) 

Now, you heard che earnestness and the vigor with which Mr. Prager presented his 
views. I have conducted some research myself on past history of this association, and 
I have come to the conclusion that what we say or what we do here is not of too much 
moment. (Laughter) 

The first proposal that the Supreme Court should adopt rules for the conduct of pre- 
trial conferences was made in 1942. The committee which made that recommendation 
had 8 members. Only three are still alive. 
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Now it’s a fine thing for us to talk about the necessity or lack of necessity for uni- 
form pretrial rules; but as a practical matter, if any district judge likes these rules of 
Judge Stavely, or he likes some of his own better, he can save himself a great deal of 
delay and the Supreme Court a great deal of trouble in adopting rules by district court 
order. Our Supreme Court is overburdened to a degree almost beyond relief, and even 
the addition of this single item might be the straw that breaks the camel's back. 


Now my objections to Judge Stavely’s rules fall into two separate and distinct cate- 
gories. In the first place, I think the adoption of any uniform rules for conduct of pre- 
trial procedure would impair the effectiveness of the procedure. 


In the second place, it is my opinion that neither the Supreme Court nor any district 


court has the power to adopt rules in the form proposed by Judge Stavely, because they 
are in conflict with the statute itself. 


As I see it, uniform rules for pretrial procedure would result in an inflexibility which 
in many districts, not all, but in some, would seriously impair the effectiveness of the 
procedure. Like most of you, I have conducted pretrial conferences before a good many 
different judges, and each one of these judges proceeded in a different fashion. I think 
that’s the way it should be. No two judges are alike in background, temperament, ex- 
perience, or ability. Some of them conduct these proceedings in open court; others 
conduct them in chambers; but wherever they do it and however they do it, as the sit- 
uation is now, they are conducting them in the fashion that they think they can do the 
most effective job toward improving the administration of justice as applies to that 
particular case. I believe that each individual judge is far better qualified to decide for 
himself how he can most effectively conduct a pretrial conference than is this associa- 
tion, the Judicial Council, or even the Supreme Court. 


There’s another facet to this inflexibility problem. The statute has been read to you. 
The allowance of pretrial conference is discretionary. If district judges are tied down 
by rules which they think will not work effectively for them, the effect will simply be 
that they will not order any pretrial conferences, and the procedure itself will be lost 
because of the restrictions upon the manner of its conduct. 


Another problem which uniformity of rules would in some instances create is lack 
of cooperation by the Bar. In many single judge districts, practice as opposed to pro- 
cedure as outlined in the code, is largely related, governed by the temperament and 
the idiosyncracies of the particular judge, especially where he has been on the Bench for 
a good many years. 


If I had been accustomed to practice before Judge Stavely, his proposed rules would 
not have looked at all strange to me, because consciously or unconsciously in his rules he 
expressed his own habits, customs, of how he conducts all judicial business. But I'm 
not accustomed to practice before Judge Stavely, and to me his rules are more formal- 
ized, more burdensome, and cumbersome than the pretrial practice to which I am ac- 
customed. Without even conscious intent and with intent to avoid such a thing, lawyers 
will not cooperate if they feel chat the restrictions and requirements of a pretrial pro- 
cedure is more time consuming and burdensome than the results accomplished. If they 
sre dissatisfied with the procedure, they won't ask for pretrial conferences, and they 
will submit with bad grace to those forced upon them by the court upon its own motion. 
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The adoption of these or any other rules is opposed to the modern trend of pro- 
cedural reform. In a recent article in the Kansas University Law Review,! Judge Spencer 
Gard quotes the following from a report published by the National Conference of 
Judicial Councils,? “As procedure developes the advance is from rigidity to flexibility. 
Primitive procedure is characterized by the extremest formalism,. . . But with increas- 
ing stability and growing confidence in their justice, judicial discretion becomes by 
degrees a surrogate of the old supremacy of form, and there is progression from rigidity 
to flexibility in the rules of procedure.” The rules, or any rules, would go in the opposite 
directions. They achieve rigidity as opposed to flexibility. 


Finally, there is grave doubt as to the power of the court, either the Supreme Court 
or the District Court to adopt the rules proposed by Judge Stavely. We have a statute 
authorizing the making of rules of practice by the Supreme Court “consistent with this 
code.” The court has also held that the district court has inherent power to make rules 
governing practice, “providing such rules in no way contravene or are inconsistent with 
the provisions of the statutes.”4 


G. S. 60-2909 provides that a party “may briefly state his case, and the evidence he 
expects to offer in support of it.” The statute has been frequently construed by the 
Supreme Court as permissive and not mandatory and the court has said on several oc- 
casions that such opening statements may be made as full and complete as he desires 
or not made at all, at the election of the party.° 


In one case the court said, “he may make his sketch as meager and as partial as may 
suit his purpose. He may elaborate upon such facts as he may wish specially to impress 
upon the jury, and altogether omit as many others, vitally essential to recovery, as he 
may choose. . .” Brashear v. Robenstein, 71 Kan. 455. 


In sharp contrast to the statute and the decisions of the Supreme Court interpreting 
it, Judge Stavely’s proposed rules compel both parties “to state fully and unequivocally 
their respective claims and contentions in the case, and their positions with reference 
to all the subjects discussed at the conference.” 


Under Judge Stavely’s proposed rules, the judge would determine from these state- 
ments, which he compelled the parties to make, whether or not an issue of fact exists. 
The Supreme Court, however, interpreting the Code of Civil Procedure, has held that 
the question of whether an issue of fact exists is to be determined from the written 
pleadings, and that while a party may voluntarily make an admission precluding re- 
covery, he cannot be compelled to make any statement whatever, other than that con- 
tained in his pleadings. In Stewart v. Rogers, 71 Kan. 53 at page 59, the court said, 
“The issues are made by the pleadings and not by the respective statements of the par- 
ties.” This statement is directly opposed to Judge Stavely’s rules which state, “the plead- 
ings. . . are superceded by such order.” But, as I read it, the pretrial statute does not 
permit the pleadings to be superceded, nor the issues limited except by agreement of 
the parties. 

An illustration of the fate of similar rules is found in Diversey Liquidating Corp. v. 





1. Procedure by Court Rules, 5 Kan. Law Rev. 42 (1956). 

= Milles, Civil Procedure of the Trial Court in Historical Perspective. (1952). 
3. G. S. 1949 60-3825. 

4, ) 43 v. Menefee, 28 Kan. 

5. Stewart v. Rogers, 71 Kan. 33° ‘Glen v. Railway Co., 87 Kan. 391. 
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Neunkirchen, 370 Ill. 523, 19 N.E. 2d 363. The Municipal Court of Chicago adopted 
a rule providing that upon motion for summary judgment the court might determine 
whether there was any genuine issue of fact by affidavits and by oral examination of 
the parties. The Supreme Court held the rule invalid as denying trial by jury. Another 
Illinois case upon the subject is Boettcher v. Howard Engraving Co., 389 Ill. 75, 58 N.E. 
2d 866. That case involved a circuit court rule providing that upon failure to answer 
interrogatories the court might stay the proceedings or enter judgment by default. The 
Supreme Court said, “There is no statutory provision that a judgment may be entered 
for failure to answer interrogatories, and in the absence of such a statute the power does 
not exist.” 


I do not mean for a minute that I am personally in sympathy with the legal fact that 
discovery and other pretrial procedures are not provided under the Kansas Code of Civil 
Procedure. Since 1948 this association has been on record as favoring revision of the 
Code of Civil Procedure in conformity to the principles of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. I am a firm believer in che absolute necessity for such a revision. Many out- 
standing members of this association have worked hard to bring this revision about. 
I don’t have time to mention their names other than that of Ed Boddington, who for 
ten years has put in both his time and his money to bring about in this state a reforma- 
tion long since effective in a majority of the states of the union. I believe it to be the 
duty of every member of this association to do his part in accomplishing this resule. 


At the same time, I feel that we are deluding ourselves, if we think pretrial con- 
ferences are any substitute for complete revision. Pretrial conferences under our exist- 
ing law will work only to the extent that each individual lawyer in each individual case 
wants to make them work and no farther. Each lawyer can be compelled to attend a 
pretrial conference, but he cannot be compelled to make any statement either factual 
or legal which is binding upon his client, other than those contained in the written 
pleadings required by our code. 


In my opinion, pretrial conferences under our existing law will work only to the ex- 
tent that each individual lawyer in each individual case wants to make them work, and 
no farther. Each lawyer can be compelled to attend a pretrial conference, I agree; but 
he can not be compelled to make any statement, either factual or legal, binding upon 
his client other than those contained in the written pleadings prescribed and required 
by the Code of Civil Procedure. 


Now Dave and I have had a lot of fun here, and we are going to turn the meeting 
over now to Judge Stavely to the end that he and you may have fun at our expense. 


Judge Stavely is not only an outstanding jurist, he is a perfect gentleman. He and I 
had a brief discussion on Thursday of this week about what I was going to say, and all 
Judge Stavely said was, “I am in complete disagreement with everything you said.” 
Now there is an example of judicial self-restraint. (Laughter) 


Judge Stavely in preparing these rules, and it took a great deal of time and effort, 
didn’t do so for the purpose of getting his name in print. He did so for the purpose of 
improving the administration of justice. He is not personally sensitive to any criticism 





6. In recent years procedural reforms have been adopted in thirty-two states. Others are working on the prob- 
Holtzoff. Federal Practice and Procedure, Sec. 9, and pocket supplement. 
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whatever of these rules—quite the contrary, he welcomes it. His desire is that this item 
on this program and his publication of those rules should excite discussion and study by 
Bench and Bar to the end that we adopt whatever is best for the improvement of the 
administration of justice. - 


All three of us, Judge Stavely, Dave Prager, and myself hope that our differences 
in view may be some aid to accomplishing that result. Thank you. (Applause) 

JupGE STAVELY: Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, and ladies too, I see we have some 
here. 


We have a short time now in which questions and suggestions from the floor of this 
convention are not only invited but solicited. 


I am afraid that too much stress has been laid upon my personal connection with these 
tules as they have been published. I think the first draft I started out with contained 
only 7. I wanted to keep them short and to the point; but they grew on me, and a good 
many of those things have come not as the result of my own thought, but of suggestions 
from members of the Bar and the judiciary, whom I wrote soliciting some suggestions. 
J suppose “Stavely’s Rules” is a handy handle to apply to it, but after all, good or bad; 
Stavely isn’t entitled to all the credit, nor all the blame. 


I have been disappointed. I thought perhaps after the publication of these proposed 
rules, we might have a larger response. I hope it doesn’t indicate complete lack of 
interest on the part of the Bar, because I feel that it is an important matter. 


Let me tell you something. We have been experimenting with pretrial for a long 
time. We have learned something as we went along; and what I want to say to you is 
this, that not only here in the State of Kansas, but all over the country there is a grow- 
ing realization that for a successful and efficient pretrial, we must have some rules. The 
trouble is to pick out what is best adapted to our own necessities here in this State. For 
example, through the kindness of Judge Murrah, 1 was furnished with a copy of the 
tules in the Federal district in another state. Those rules provide this: That at the pre- 
conference, each party must disclose not only the name of every witness, but what that 
witness will testify to, and unless the names are disclosed, those witnesses can not be 
used, and if they depart from the statement as to what the testimony will be, it is ruled 
out. I don’t believe we either need or want any such provision in this state. 


But I think I can observe nation-wide a growing sense of the need for some definite 
sules by which to be guided. 


Mr. Coulson has inveighed against the want of flexibility. Well inflexibility is a 
good thing, sometimes. I think there is still under these rules an abundant opportunity 
for flexibility in the separate items of the pretrial agenda; but I do think it is wise that 
we have some definite program. 


I was told by members of the Bar of a certain county in this state that in some case 
counsel agreed that there should be a pretrial conference and they attended with high 
hopes. The judge of that district sat on the Bench, and that’s all he did. He did not 
preside, he did not moderate, he did not try to guide counsel or to reach any definite 
conclusion, and the attorneys told me that it soon deteriorated into a jawing match 
between the attorneys, of which they finally grew tired and disbanded it. 
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Gentlemen, that isn’t what pretrial is intended to do, and it isn’t what it will do. 


I don’t want to take up too much time here, but I will be glad now to have any 
questions or suggestions from the floor. 


I may add in confidence I think I've got an answer to everything Mr. Coulson said, 
but I won’t impose that on you at this time. 


QUESTION: (Mr. Hickey) Is there any basic argument between any of you three 
gentlemen upon the fact that a pretrial conference, all documentary evidence ought to 
be made available to both sides? I have had that problem up particularly with reference 
to surprise evidence, and such other matters, for instance as in the case of personal in- 
jury of a man 82 years old trying to get the experience of American mortality without 
the necessity of having to prove it. 


JUDGE STAVELY: I might say in answer to that, in regard to your mortality tables, 
you don’t have to prove them. The court takes judicial notice of them. 


Mr. HICKEY: Not all courts. 
JUDGE STAVELY: Well that’s the law in the State of Kansas. 


Now in regard to the other problem that you raise, the thing that has impressed me 
in my labors in this connection is this: We are only making a beginning. We have to 
feel our way along, and that, I think, is one argument in favor of having these rules 
made by the Court rather than by statute. If we find that something doesn’t work well, 
we can change it; but just at present when there is a very definite hostility towards any 
sort of pretrial, among the lawyers of this state, what I tried to do was to rather har- 
monize the differences and eliminate the more drastic features. 


And that brings me to your specific question. As I view it, and I think that is what 
we ought to hold to at the present time, at least until there is some statutory change, 
pretrial is not an agency for discovery. You don’t have to tell the names of your wit- 
nesses, you don’t have to tell what your evidence is going to be. It is possible that sooner 
or later we will have some provisions for discovery, but I have no objection to that, but 
it isn’t essentially a part of a pretrial program, and no way to smoke out those hidden 
documents under these rules. But that has been done intentionally. It has been omitted 
intentionally. 

Any other questions? 

Mr. WILLIAM ROBINSON: Do you believe that without discovery pretrial can really 
be made effective, except on a purely voluntary basis? 

Jupce STAVELY: As a district judge in the State of Kansas, I don’t know anything 
about discovery. But those who have had greater experience, particularly in the Federal 


Courts, have stated to me repeatedly that the two go hand in hand and we ought to 
have them both; but we don’t have discovery at this time. 


Mr. PRAGER: I want to comment on that last question, which I think is extremely 
important. 
It is my judgment that in order to effectively use pretrial you have to have discovery 


procedures, because if one party goes in with an open file and the other goes in with 
a closed file, I don’t believe that you are going to do much good with pretrial. 
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And I want to make one comment about that. In April of 1955, in a Kansas Bar- 
letter, there was a Bar referendum in regard to the taking of depositions, that’s for 
the amendment of 60-2803. The Bar voted 535 in favor of it, and 101 against it. When 
that particular bill was introduced in the 1955 legislature, it passed the House and was 
killed in the Senate Judiciary Committee. A comparable bill was again introduced at 
the 1957 session of the legislature providing for the taking of depositions in civil 
actions. It passed the House and it’s my understanding that it got out of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee just by the skin of its teeth and it finally died on general orders 
in the Senate. 


It seems to me that our Bar Association could do much more than it has. I don’t like 
to depreciate what has been done, but I think there’s a lot more that we can do. And 
we must not carry much weight with the Senate Judiciary Committee when by a ref- 
erendum of our membership they voted better than five to one in favor of discovery 
procedure, and yet in 1955 that particular bill was defeated in the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, which is composed entirely of lawyers, and then in this session of the legislature, 
it barely got out of the committee and finally was not adopted in the Senate after it 
passed the House; and it is my judgment that without adequate discovery procedure, 
so that you know who the witnesses are, and have had an opportunity to take discovery 
depositions so that you can track that information down before trial, I chink that you 
are seriously limiting the effectivneess of pretrial. But I still think that any pretrial even 
without discovery is a good step. I think it is a good thing if the judge would call the 
lawyers together and say, “You fellows know each other. Have you talked about what 
might be worked out in this case?” I think that’s good, and I think that’s a proper sub- 
ject of activity on the part of the judge. 

Mr. COULSON: May I say just a word on that? That’s one subject in which Dave 
and I are in complete agreement. If I have counted correctly, there have been procedural 
reforms in 32 states in recent years. We are far behind the parade. 


' JUDGE STAVELY: Well of course I am probably a little different than some of you 
folks, because our present code is to me the “new” code. It came on our statute book 
in my senior year in law school, and it is still the new code to me. (Laughter) I am 
not saying that it’s entirely perfect. It isn’t. There are some parts of it which need 
radical revision and it may be we need some supplemental relief in regard to some 
things. But after all, it’s a pretty good code. If you boys will just read it once in a 
while. (Laughter) 


Mr. ALEX FROMME: This pretrial is based upon the district judge, as I understand it. 
JupGE STAVELY: That is correct. 


MR. FROMME: It seems to me the success of pretrial depends largely upon the judges 
using that, and whether or not they use it seems to depend upon some educational pro- 
gram among the district judges. At the present time, is the District Judges Association 
attempting to get its members to cooperate in pretrial conferences? 


JuDGE STAVELY: I might answer that by saying no, we are not. However, at our 
meeting on Thursday, where we discussed in the morning some matters with reference 
to divorce litigation and in the afternoon some questions relating to the functions of the 
jury, I was pleasantly surprised to find some, oh I will say ten or a dozen references by 
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thought and more use as time goes by. 


you lawyers file. 


just what the lawyers are driving at. They may know it, but the judge can’t tell. 


Are there any other questions? 


and so forth in connection with the trial. 


upon the Supreme Court’s interpretation of a statute which is not repealed by it. 
JUDGE STAVELY: Mr. Prager has something to say on that subject. 


JupDGE STAVELY: Any question from over in here? 


the place of good pleadings? 
JupGE STAVELY: By no means. 


careful pleadings? 





district judges to-the subject of pretrial. I think it indicates that they are giving it more 


I might say this, too, with this wide latitude which we enjoy without the rules—I 
guess “enjoy” is what you'd call it, Mr. Coulson, you never know what pretrial in some 
other district with which you may not be too familiar is going to amount to. And I 
notice a tendency upon the part of some judges to confine it to soliciting admissions 
in order to save time at the trial. That’s a very valuable use of it. But to my mind, and 
I may be wrong, I think one of the most valuable things from pretrial is the elicitation 
of the issues in the case in a little better style than we usually get them in the pleadings 


To my mind, I may be entirely wrong, I think that is the most important thing because 
I'm distressed from some of the pleadings which you have to go to trial on to know 


Mr. BROWN: This is directed a little bit to Wayne and yourself, to these cases that 
refer to the Supreme Court as to limitation, weren't they determined by our Supreme 
Court prior to 1949 and the adoption of the pretrial procedure? I inquire only from 
the standpoint as to whether or not a statutory provision which has increased discre- 
tionary power of a district court, a later statute would not have the effect of perhaps 
changing the Supreme Court decision with respect to limitation on statements of fact 


Mr. COULSON: Wes, I would say no. The statute itself does not broaden their 
powers in that respect, as I read it; and since it doesn’t, then you have no broadening 
of it. The cases to which I referred were simply cases, decisions of the Supreme Court 
interpreting existing rules of civil procedure which have not in any sense been modi- 
fied by the statute permitting discretionary pretrials. There are cases holding that the 
Court’s power to make rules is limited to rules which are consistent with the statutes, 
and the enactment of a pretrial statute does not, as I see it, have any modifying effect 


Mr. PRAGER: This is a question that I hadn’t thought much about, but I notice that 
60-2705 as it stands today after providing that the court shall make an order. . . 
such order, when entered, controls the subsequent portion of the action unless modified 
at the trial to prevent manifest injustice. . . that would seem to give some efficacy 
to the order of the court at the pretrial. I am inclined in my judgment offhand without 
going into it, that the order would be controlling, and that the issues could be limited. 


and 


Mr. HOLLAND: Your comment that it is a shame to have to go to trial on certain 
pleadings, not being detailed, is it the purpose of your pretrial procedure here to take 


- Mr. HOLLAND: What do you accomplish here that couldn’t be accomplished by 
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JupGe STAvELY: The trouble is we have so very few careful pleaders in the State 
of Kansas. 


Any other questions? 


MARVIN THOMPSON: Actually, is the pretrial and the procedure which you propose 
for that pretrial, is it going to accomplish any more than the willingness of the lawyers 
to cooperate? To reach the result that you desire? 


JUDGE STAVELY: Well, that’s a good question. No, in order that pretrial be suc- 
cessful, it takes two things: it takes a judge who is interested and who is willing to 
work, and it takes the cooperation of counsel along the same lines. Now that touches 
upon a subject which is studiously omitted from these rules, and that is the subject of 
sanctions. What are you going to do if you can’t get lawyers to cooperate? In my own 
experience, the members of the Kansas Bar are pretty decent gentlemen. We may have 
a few rugged individualists who will not cooperate but I think most of them will. But 
I was impressed by the recommendations of, I think it was of the Committee of the 
10th Judicial Circuit, of the United States District Courts, on this subject, they felt at 
least for the present the subject of sanctions was too hot a potato for them to handle, and 
it’s too hot a potato for me to handle. 


Any other questions? Our time is getting a little short. 


JusTICE WEDELL: I notice your statement to “rugged individualists’, among the 
members of the Bar. I shall not address my remarks to members of the Bar, but I should 
like to ask a question, and then make one other comment as a result of certain dis- 
cussion that has transpired here. In number 8, number 1 states “Plaintiff shall state 
his factual contentions and his theory of his action.” If I understood you correctly, you 
said a moment ago that a party, an attorney was not obliged to state his evidence. 


JupGe STAVELY: That's right. 


JUsTICE WEDELL: What does it mean to say “plaintiff shall state his factual conten- 
tions. . .” 


JUDGE STAVELY: Just very much as in the same manner he would make his opening 
statement to the jury, judge. 


JusTICE WEDELL: Just as general? 

JupGe STAVELY: I think so. 

JUsTICE WEDELL: Just as general and just as limited as he desires. 
JupcE STAvELy: I think so. 

JUsTICE WEDELL: Then he wouldn’t be obliged to disclose anything. 


JupGE STAVELY: Well I think perhaps he can be obliged to disclose his claims, not 
his evidence, not the witnesses by whom he expects to prove it, nor the documents, but 
he must tell us what his claims are in the case, and I think that is only fair. 


JuUsTICE WEDELL: I just wanted to make sure that I got the exact meaning of it, of 
the statement. Now as to number 2. I want to make the observation to the men of this 
association, and that I think may have some merit, and at the same time, I desire also 
to make a confession. You have been talking here about an attempt to revise the code 
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cf civil procedure for all these years, and my good associate, Mr. Coulson, has called 
my attention to that on numerous occasions since I became associated with his firm. 
I want to say to you gentlemen, that unless this Bar Association can bring its impact 
to bear upon members of the legislature, we just as well forget a revision of the Code 
of Civil Procedure. Members of this Association, some not members, go to the legis- 
lature and they are either wholly uninformed about the will of this organization, or 
they are opposed to it. The result is the same. We are getting no action in the legisla- 
ture on the very thing you are talking about. 


Now next, I think I said to this Association some years ago, and I want to repeat it. 
I know of members of the Supreme Court during the almost 20 years I served who are 
just as enthusiastic about obtaining some of the things that you are talking about here, 
as I am. Practically, you come to the legislature time after time, as indicated here, you 
go so far and then you fail. And it’s a repetition of that year after year. We haven't 
gotten the right of discovery. We have never attempted to put the emphasis in the 
legislature on that one thing to the exclusion of others. Don’t forget that there are 
lawyers in the legislature who are opposed to some of these provisions. 


Next, repeatedly you have submitted to the legislature a proposition to put the burden 
of the Revision of the Code of Civil Procedure on the Supreme Court, and I as one, I 
want to confess to you, such as my friend Tom Lillard who was chairman and who 
did a marvelous job, that if that’s what you want to do I'm telling you now that I ag 
one will not participate in it, for the simple reason that the time was not there, was 
not available for that kind of a thing. I urged upon them repeatedly to do advance 
work on the legislature to get a revision commission subject to the review of the Su- 
preme Court to revise the Code of Civil Procedure where it needed it, and it doesn’t 
need it in as many instances nearly as some of us think. It’s a pretty liberal code, when 
you get down to it. But anyway, if you are going to have a revision of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, then do what the federal government has done, appoint a commission 
to revise that code subject to the Supreme Court’s approval. Chief Justice Warren at 
the 10th Circuit in Estes Park a few years ago was asked about the new rules of federal 
procedure, and he frankly said, “Gentlemen, I don’t know anything about it; we have 
a commission that’s been instructed to revise the code, it has done so, but I haven’t had 
time to go into it, I don’t know what it provides.” A very wholesome admission. 


But realistically, we'll get exactly nowhere until we get a commission to revise that 
code subject to the review of the Court and approval of the Court. That's all right, but 
don’t try to burden that Court with that job, and you won't get it done if you do, I'm 
telling you. I’m talking from experience. I know that there are men on the Court who 
are not in favor of it and I wasn’t in favor of it, of burdening the Court with that load. 


Thank you, sir. 


Mr. EIDSON (Topeka): Judge, wasn’t the last law submitted on the basis of the 
Federal procedure to amend their code? 


JUSTICE WEDELL: Yes it was, I am happy to have you call my attention to that. 
As you know, finally in the closing days they attempted to get that commission and 
get in appropriation, and it failed because there weren’t enough lawyers in the legisla- 
ture that were putting forth an effort to get the job done. 
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Mr. EDSON: We were doing it in the right way, is what I'm getting at. 
JUSTICE WEDELL: Yes sir, you were doing it exactly in the right way, still you had 
no support there sufficient to get the job done. 


JupGE STAVELY: Judge Wedell, I want to thank you for the practical subject you 
have called to our attention because it is all too apparent that the Kansas Bar Associa- 
tion and the Kansas Judicial Council carry very, very little weight with our legislators. 


JUSTICE WEDELL: Well I say to you now, and I say it with great delight, you have 
in your presence here this morning Justice Thiele who spent hours and hours and days 
trying to help promote the interests of this organization but failed for the very reasons 
I have indicated here. 


JupGE STAVELY: Well gentlemen, our hour is a little more than up. I will return 
the meeting to the Chairman. 


Mr. HENSHALL: Thank you Judge Stavely, Dave Prager and Wayne Coulson. I 
think the three of you gentlemen can determine from the interest that has been mani- 
fested by the remarks addressed to you and from others who have expressed their senti- 
ments that your topic, as well as the manner in which you have presented it has been 
most ably undertaken and you have demonstrated your complete grasp of the situation. 
On behalf of the Kansas Bar Association and my committee, I do want to thank you 
three gentlemen for your help and your assistance in presenting this debate this morn- 
ing. We deeply appreciate it and we look forward to meeting with you again soon. 


We will return the meeting now to President Haynes. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you very much, gentlemen, for a very fine program. 


We will now have the report of the Committee on Selection, Tenure and Retirement 
of Judges by the Honorable Howard C. Kline of Wichita, the Chairman. Will you 
come forward, Judge Kline. 


SELECTION, TENURE AND RETIREMENT OF JUDGES 


Mr. President, Members of the Bar: 


Your committee on Selection, Tenure and Retirement of Judges met in Hutchinson 
on October 26th, with three members of the Executive Council, W. M. Ferguson, C. E. 
Chalfant, and Joe Balch, at which time it was decided to ask the legislature for a con- 
stitutional amendment changing the method of selecting Justices of the Supreme 
Court. Also your committee discussed the possibility of including judges of the District 
Court in the amendment, with some thought and study to be given to the problem and 
a survey to be made of the District Court Judges over the state. 


Your committee met again in Topeka on December 6th with members of the Execu- 
tive Council and members of two of your standing committees, one on Improvement 
of Laws and Procedures, and the other on Prospective Legislation, at which time it was 
decided to include the District Court Judges in the proposed amendment. At that time 
the next meeting was set for January Sth in Topeka, with a draft for a proposed amend- 
ment to be submitted to all members of the committee prior to the January meeting. 


On January Sth, the committees met with members of the Executive Council and 
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completed’ the final draft of the proposed amendment which was introduced in the 
Senate as Concurrent Resolution No. 4. As you know, this Concurrent Resolution was 
amended in the House eliminating the District Court Judges and ‘making it applicable 
only to Justices of the Supreme Court, and was passed. 

1. Your committee recommends with reference to the proposed constitutional amend- 
ment that the Kansas Bar Association endorse and strongly support the proposed amend- 
ment. 

2. That inasmuch as the proposed constitutional amendment only provides for a 
change in the method of selection of the Supreme Court Justices, that the Kansas Bar 
Association recommend that the “Kansas Plan” of selection and tenure of District 
Court Judges be submitted in the future. 


3. That a public relations program be set up separate and apart from the Kansas 
Bar Association to publicize and educate the people of our state on the pr con- 
stitutional amendment, and that a professional director be employed. 


The third recommendation we believe is most important in order to enlist the aid 
of all groups who are interested in improving our Judicial System. We also feel that 
if this is not done, that the proposed amendment may well be defeated. On the other 
hand, if we set up a competent organization now, we will be in a good position when 
the 1958 election comes. 


In this connection, I would like to quote from an editorial of the Journal of the 

American Judicature Society. 
“There is only one spectacle more pitiful than a public relations practitioner writing 

his own will, and that is a bar association attempting to carry on its own campaign for 

adoption of a major constitutional reform. 


“The drafting of the text of an amendment to the judicial article of a state consti- 
tution, or a statute, or a court rule, certainly is a job for lawyers, and even if a lay 
organization were to decide to undertake to have it done, it would be forced to hire an 
attorney to do it. But conducting a campaign for its adoption, once it is drafted, is 
quite a different operation. Questions as to the extent of use of the various media of 
publicity, emphasis to be given to certain issues, choice of speakers and audiences, en- 
listment of support of lay groups and organizations, and a host of others, all lie within 
the province of another profession—that of the public relations counselor. 


“True, many lawyers know quite a lot about public relations, and on occasions have 

successfully put over campaigns of the type to which we refer. Many laymen also know 
quite a lot of law, and on occasion have drafted a contract or will and gotten away with 
it. But it is still true that they should engage professional public relations counsel to 
‘direct their campaigns. 
“Wherever major judicial reform projects have succeeded, it has been with the active 
assistance and direction of competent professional public relations counsel. This was 
true in Missouri in 1940. It was true in New Jersey in 1947. Where they have failed, 
one of the reasons has been inadequate attention to this factor, 


. “Their services are rather expensive—about as expensive as those of a good lawyer. 
‘But don’t forget that part of their job is the raising of funds for the campaign, of which 
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their own fees are but a drop in the bucket. If your association is engaged in, or plan- 
ning, a judicial reform project which requires to any substantial extent the winning 
of public support, be sure that the legal draftsmanship is in the hands of a competent 
lawyer, and be equally sure that your bid for public support is in the hands of an equally 
competent public relations man.” 


Also your committee recommends that the Retirement Act of 1953 should be 
amended as follows: 


1. That the minimum tenure of service for eligibility retirement benefits should be 
changed from ten years to either eight or twelve. 


2. That the provision limiting the earned income of retired judges receiving bene- 
fits under the Act to $75.00 a month should be amended and limited to receiving 
earned income from the practice of law. 


Respectfully submitted, 
DONALD J. MAGAW ELMER COLUMBIA 
EDGAR C. BENNETT GLEE SMITH, JR. 
JOsEPH DAWES D. B. LANG 


HOWARD C. KLINE, Chairman. 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of the report. 
PRESIDENT HAYNES: Do I hear a second? 
(Motion seconded. ) 


Is there any discussion? 


HAROLD MALONE (Wichita): Mr. President, I want to make an observation about 
this report. There are at least three items included in there, as I see it, selection, tenure 
and what else you have there, and as I understand it that report calls for this Associa- 
tion’s raising funds to support an amendment to the constitution of the State of Kansas. 
This matter is coming up at 11:15 at the close of this convention, when there’s prob 
ably about 40 or 50 members of the State Bar Association present. It would just be 
a matter of curiosity to know how many of the 50 here actually read that proposed 
amendment. I don’t want to embarrass anybody, but it would be interesting to know 
by a show of the hands how many have read it. Well, that’s about half of us that have 
read it. One thing in that amendment says, the amendment is the proposal to take the 
selection of judges out of politics, that’s about all it says. I don’t have it before me, 
but it’s a deceptive sort of thing, because it isn’t taking it out of politics at all) We 
haven't time to discuss it, it’s 11:15, it is almost the moment of adjournment, and | 
think that’s what happened before. I think it is understood I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, and I’m a member of this Association, and I don’t want to go on record as being 
opposed to the retirement feature of this report, because I think it is a splendid thing. 
I do think, though, that we are being called upon to vote in favor of two or three things 
and we-don’t have an opportunity to decide whether or not we want to be for one and 
opposed to the others. There’s no time to discuss it, I realize a little handful of the 
members of the Bar here, we are going to be hiring, I suppose, if this thing is adopted, 
we afe going to be hiring a director throughout the state, we are going to go on record 
of the Bar Association saying to the people of Kansas that they should abandon the 
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right of the selection of the judiciary by the ballot. That’s what this thing amounts to. 
We are going to put it in a little committee, what is it, I don’t even remember any 
more the discussion of it, but I for one am not going to vote for it, and unless I change 
my thinking I am going to be one member of the Bar opposing that amendment to the 
constitution, and I do want to oppose this proposal for the selection and retirement of 
judges. Now is there any way that can be separated? 


JupGE KLINE: Harold, of course you know and I know that we know how each 
other feels about this. But Harold, I want to assure you there is nothing in this report 
nor any indication here that there will be any money of the Kansas Bar Association, 
put into this program. It is not intended for that, it’s merely intended we endorse the 
proposed constitutional amendment. There’s no place in this report to indicate that 
any money of the Kansas Bar Association is going to be spent or should be, in my 
opinion, spent for the publicity and education. 


Mr. MALONE: Judge, may I ask a question? 
JupGE KLINE: Yes. 


Mr. MALONE: You recall at a meeting of the Wichita Bar Association some several 
weeks past, this matter was to come on for consideration of the Wichita Bar Associa- 
tion. There were two programs, one a group of speakers from out at Wichita Univer- 
sity, and it was about 10 or 15 minutes allocated to the discussion of this proposed 
amendment on the selection of judges. Now then there was obviously some oil can 
work going on there because there was a proposal to have the thing voted on by mail. 
We had a hard time getting it discussed. They had a meeting up at the courthouse 
where it was decided in advance there wouldn’t even be a vote taken on it by the people 
who were present. Now the thing I want to ask is this question, is there any reason 
why, this matter is of such tremendous importance to the people of Kansas, we are 
going to propose to take away from them the power of the ballot, you wait until after 
the Bar show until most of the lawyers of Kansas, or at least most of them aren't at 
this meeting, have gone. Why do we have to take these things up of such tremendous 
importance at the very last minute of the convention? Is there any reason for that? 


JupGE KLINE: I had nothing to do with setting up the program. I was busy, as you 
possibly know the last couple of days. I was in here yesterday afternoon, and I don’t, 
believe the crowd was as large then as it is now. I asked permission to give it this 
morning rather than yesterday afternoon, hoping there would be more here to listen to 
the debate. I felt the more that were here, the better it would be. It isn’t anything new 
to the individual members of the Bar. We have heard about it, both pro and con in 
Wichita and over the state since the starting of December and January, and I think most 
of the members of the Bar are pretty well familiarized with the contents of Senate Con- 
current Resolution No. 4 as amended and passed. 


MEMBER: Question. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is there any further discussion? The motion contemplates act- 
ing with regard to several matters. If there is a substitute motion to vote on theny 
separately, the chair hasn't heard it yet. 


Are you ready for the question? 
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Those in favor of the motion as put vote aye. Those opposed no. The motion is 
carried. 


As I understand it, the Report of the Committee on Legal Institutes has been filed 
and there are no recommendations, so that report will be published in the August issue 
of the Bar Journal. 


=. 


{ 
&- 


LEGAL INSTITUTES 


Mr. President, your committee on Legal Institutes desires to report as follows: 


A meeting of the committee was held at Wichita, Kansas, at the time of the Mid- 
Year Meeting of the State Bar Association. 


It was the decision of the committee to promote two institute programs similar to 
those presented during the previous year. These programs were to be held in two 
different cities, geographically situated in such a manner that the institutes would be 
made accessible to the greatest possible number of Kansas attorneys. It was tentatively 
agreed that the institutes would be conducted in Tepoka and Hutchinson. 


Following the Mid-Year Meeting, it was determined by correspondence and a poll of 
the members of the committee that the following topics be selected for the institutes: 


1) Title Standards 
2) Practical Aspects of Probating Estates 
3) Organization of the Small Corporation. 


It was tentatively determined that the institutes should be conducted on successive 
days during the month of March. Your chairman then compiled a list of outstanding 
attorneys of this state who seemed to be best qualified to participate in our programs. 
| regret to report that in excess of twelve Kansas attorneys were contacted and in each 
case the attorney contacted did not believe he could spare the time to participate in 
this program. This information was then conveyed to and discussed with your president. 
Tt was then decided that sufficient time was not present in which to organize and 
present the institute programs prior to the Annual Meeting of the Bar Association of, 
Kansas. 


It is now the plan of this committee to present the institute programs during the fall 
months of this year. Your chairman has carefully preserved all the correspondence re- 
ceived by him from the many attorneys contacted during the past few months and has 
made particular note of the reasons given at that time which necessitated a refusal of 
your invitation to participate in the program. We find that a number of these outs 
standing gentlemen specifically mentioned that they would be happy to participate in 
the programs if they were held at any other time. It is now our purpose to accommo- 
date them by again affording an opportunity to carry on with this worthwhile program. 


. -It is the committee’s hope that the legal institutes may again be presented during the 
early fall months of 1957. 


Your committee recommends a continuation of legal institute programs sponsored 
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directly by the Bar Association of Kansas and wishes to encourage participation in these 
programs by all of the members of our association. 


Respectfully submitted, 
CHARLES W. LOWDER KENNETH SPEIR 
FRANK OBERG NEWLIN REYNOLDS 
JOHN J. BUKATY CLAYTON BRENNER 
ROBERT STONE JOHNSON J. S. BROLLIER 
AUBREY NEALE JAMES WAUGH 
JOHN BUEHLER JACK GREEN 
SAM. W. G. LOWE JAMES E. TAYLOR 
ROBERT M. FINLEY LAWRENCE WEIGAND 
C. HAROLD HUGHES H. H. DUNHAM 
PAUL ARMSTRONG DEAN F. J. MOREAU, Advisory 
ROBERT COBEAN DEAN SCHUYLER W. JACKSON, Advisory 
ARNO WINDSCHEFFEL F. C. BANNON, Ex Officio 


SAM MELLINGER, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Is Mr. Dye from Wichita present? Do you have his report 
Mr. Shuart, “Relations with C.P.A.’s.” If that is received at a later date, it will likewise 
be published in the August issue of the Bar Journal. 


RELATIONS WITH C.P.A.'s 


Your Committee, consisting of those individuals whose names are attached hereto, 
submits the following report: 


It is the general function of your Committee on Relations with Certified Public 
Accountants to be available for meetings with representatives of the Certified Public 
Accountants and, through such meetings or through action instituted upon its own 
initiative, assist in the development of a proper understanding and working relation- 
ship between the two professions, the lawyers and the C.P.A.’s. 


Your Committee met at the mid-year meeting in Hutchinson on Friday, October 26, 
1956, at which meeting it was the conclusion of the Committee that the principal area 
of conflict between the two professions involved the general question as to whether 
the extent to which accountants participate in tax matters and related business problems 
constitutes the practice of law. Since the question was then under consideration by the 
courts of other states and at the American Bar Association level, it was concluded that 
any positive action on the part of this Committee looking toward the adoption of or 
agreement upon any Kansas statement of principles by the two professions would be 
premature. In these circumstances, it was the consensus of opinion of your Committee 
that a stand-by attitude be adopted and that the Committee simply stand ready, on re- 
quest, or in event some specific controversy arose, to meet with representatives of the 
Kansas Society of Certified Public Accountants to discuss the question and take such 
action as might then appear mutually desirable. This course of action was followed with 
the result that there was no affirmative activity on the part of the Committee during 
the year. 


It is the feeling of the individual members of your Committee who expressed an 
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opinion on the matter, that the relationship between the lawyer and the C.P.A. leaves 
something to be desired and that there remains a substantial problem for consideration 
between the professions in defining those areas representing the proper field of practice 
as between the lawyer and the C.P.A. in connection with the client’s business affairs. 
While the problem at present seems more acute in the tax field, it nevertheless extends 
into other areas to varying degrees. 


It is the recommendation of your Committee that a Committee be appointed for the 
coming year in order that it may be available to cooperate to the desired degree with 
the Certified Public Accountants or to take action on its own initiative as future de- 
velopments may require. 


Respectfully submitted, 
ELDON M. LACKEY P. H. WILLEMS 
PAUL WILBERT MAURICE A. WILDGEN 
Puitip H. LEwis ALEX M. FROMME, Ex Officio 


JAMES D. Dyk, Chairman. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We will now have the Report of the Resolutions Committee 
by Mr. Don Newkirk. 


RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. NEWKIRK: The Resolutions Committee was under the chairmanship of Mr. Roy 
T. Davis of Hutchinson and he was unable to be here this morning, and he asked that 
I make the report for the committee. Also on the committee was Mr. Frank G. Thies. 


Whereas there is now pending before Congress an Act to establish a third judgeship 
of the United States District Court of Kansas, and whereas since the pending of such 
legislation work of said United States District Court has continued to increase, despite 
the untiring work and long hours and effort of our present two District Judges; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That the Bar Association of the State 
of Kansas strongly urges the immediate enactment of such legislation to the end that 
a third federal judgeship will be created for the State of Kansas. 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That this resolution be signed by the president and 
attested by the secretary and a copy thereof sent to each member of the delegation in 
Kansas. 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of this resolution. 

(Motion seconded. ) 

Justice THIELE: I believe it would be a good idea to send a copy of that resolution 
to the members of the Judicial Committees of the Senate and the House in Congress. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Assuming favorable action is taken, that will be done, Justice 
Thiele. 


(Motion carried.) 


Mr. NEWKIRK: The second resolution which your committee desires to present is 
as follows: 
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Whereas the Honorable Walter A. Huxman, Judge of the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, has recently retired from active duty on said court. 


And whereas said Judge Huxman has served with honor, dignity and distinction as 
a member of the United States Court of Appeals, for the Tenth Circuit for approxi- 
mately 18 years; 


NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That the Bar Association of the State of 
Kansas hereby expresses to the Honorable Walter A. Huxman our appreciation for the 
valued services which he has so unselfishly rendered to the people in the administration 
of justice, bringing honor not only to himself, but to the State of Kansas and to the 
Tenth Judicial Circuit; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution signed by the presi- 
dent and attested by the secretary of the Association be sent to Judge Huxman. 

Mr. President, I move the adoption of this resolution. 

(Motion seconded and carried.) 

Mr. NEWKIRK: The next resolution as presented by the committee is as follows: 


Whereas a vacancy exists on the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Cir- 
cuit by reason of the retirement of the Honorable Walter A. Huxman; 


And whereas the State of Kansas contributes substantially to the business of said 
court; 


NOW THEREFORE, the Bar Association of the State of Kansas requests and pe- 
titions the Honorable Andrew F. Schoeppel and the Honorable Frank C. Carlson, 
United States Senators from Kansas, to use their good offices to the end that the va- 
cancy now existing be filled or given to a resident lawyer of the State of Kansas; and 
that a copy of this resolution signed by the president and attested by the secretary be 
sent to each of the distinguished senators from Kansas and to the United States De- 
partment of Justice. 


Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of this resolution. 
(Motion seconded and carried.) 
Mr. NEWKIRK: The next resolution is as follows: 


BE IT RESOLVED, That this association recommends passage of the Jenkins-Keogh 
Bill currently under consideration and that appropriate notice of this resolution by the 
association be communicated to the senators and congressmen from Kansas and to the 
members of the Congressional committees who have the matter under consideration. 


Mr. President, I move the adoption of this resolution. 

(Motion seconded and carried.) 

Mr. NEWKIRK: The final resolution is as follows: 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Bar Association of the State of Kansas in its annual con- 


vention assembled in the City of Wichita, Kansas, April 25, 26 and 27, 1957, that the 
following be adopted: 


To the members of the Wichita Bar Association who have made our stay so pleas- 
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ant and profitable by the zealous attention to our wants and desires, we extend our 
sincere and heartfelt thanks and appreciation. To the Wichita Association of Attorneys’ 
Wiyes and other ladies, wives and mothers of Wichita lawyers who have made the short 
stay of the visiting ladies so pleasant, without whose help and direction no convention 
can succeed, go our special thanks. To these perfect hostesses we express our deep 
gratitude. 


We appreciate the accurate and complete coverage of the convention by the news- 
papers, radio and television stations and trust that the friendly relationship between 
the members of the Bench and Bar and the news services may continue to provide the 
means of establishing a better understanding and appreciation by the public of the legal 
profession and the services rendered by the members of the profession and courts in 
protecting the freedom of man. 


And finally to all of the businesses, industry and public generally, we express our 
additional gratitude for their contribution to our successful convention. 


BE IT RESOLVED, That we heartily commend the successful administration of our 
retiring president, J. Willard Haynes, who has given without reservation of his time, 
his talent and his energy to the advancement of our profession during his term of office 
now concluded, as well as to the previous years of his service to this Association. The 
successful accomplishments of his administration are evidences of his valued services. 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That we express our thanks to all members of the 
Executive Council and particularly to our Executive Secretary, Mr. John W. Shuart, for 
a successful year. 


Mr. President, this concludes the report of the Resolutions Committee, and I move 
the adoption of this final resolution. 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Modesty almost forbids me to. put— 
Mr. NEWKIRK: I would be glad to put the question. 
(Motion seconded and passed.) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: We will now have the report of the Nominating Committee 
by John Q. Royce of Salina, Kansas, chairman. 


~ NOMINATION AND ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
AND TRUSTEES 


Mr. Royce: Mr. President, the Nominating Committee has met and has the follow- 
ing nominations for the following offices, and I might say to the first one, the presi- 
dent, O. B. Eidson of Topeka, I believe that was voted on before we were given the 
lists of the offices. I don’t think we have to take any action on that. 


~ President elect, Jay W. Scovel, Independence. 
Vice President, Wm. M. Beall, Clay Center. 


- Secretary-Treasurer, Geo. B. Powers, Wichita. 
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Executive Council: eet * 

- District No. 2, Clayton M. Davis, Topeka. 
District No. 3, Joe F. Balch, Chanute. 
District No. 6, W. M. Ferguson, Wellington. 
District No. 8, Alex M. Fromme, Hoxie. 
District No. 5, L. A. McNalley, Minneapolis. 


Now there is something I didn’t know anything about, Kansas Bar Foundation Trus- 
tees, the following men are nominated for one year term: 
Walter G. Thiele, Topeka. 
L. J. Bond, El Dorado. 
Robert E. Russell, Topeka. 
Robert G. Braden, Wichita. 
C. E. Chalfant, Hutchinson. 
James E. Taylor, Sharon Springs. 


Ny Pw Pe 


These are the men who have been nominated by the Nominating Committee. 
_ PRESIDENT HAYNES: Thank you, Mr. Royce. 


Are there any other nominations for any of these offices? Hearing none, the chair 
will entertain a motion that the report of the Nominating Committee be approved and 
accepted, that the nominations be closed, that the Secretary be instructed to cast a 
unanimous ballot of the members present for the individuals for the offices enumerated 
by the chairman of the committee. 


(Motion seconded and carried.) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: The motion is carried and the gentlemen whose names were 
enumerated by the chairman of the Nominating Committee are declared duly elected 
to the respective offices which were named by him. 


I might say in passing, that the by-laws of the Kansas Bar Foundation provide that 
the trustees you have just elected shall meet and elect their officers as provided by the 
by-laws, they shall meet during the annual meeting of the Bar Association of the State 
of Kansas and that they can meet from time to time in a special meeting to be called 
according to the provisions of those by-laws. 


I would like to have Justice Thiele come forward, if he will please. (Applause) 


Justice Thiele, by virtue of your retirement, you have graduated and become an 
honorary member of the Bar Association of the State of Kansas, which exempts you 
from the payment of dues (laughter) and it gives me a great deal of pleasure to present 
you with your membership card. (Applause) 


JustTicE THIELE: Thank you, Mr. President. May I make this remark. When I got 
a bill for dues, some months ago I sent my check in and received a communication from 
Mr. Shuart, that I didn’t owe dues, but I had one hell of a time down here convincing 
the girls on the board of that—(Laughter and applause) 


PRESIDENT HAYNES: Well, this is my swan song. I want you to all know that I. 
have certainly enjoyed the past year, that I have enjoyed being your president, and [ 
want to thank each and every one of you for helping me, and I hope. that we all con- 
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tinue to work together in the future as we have in the past, that this Association will 
progress and become an even greater volunteer association. I think it has become a 
voluntary association almost to the point that integration is unnecessary. 


I have preached a gospel during the past 13 years that I really believe in. The time 
has passed when the lawyer is as much a pioneer and sort of rugged individualist as he 
used to be, and a character that we read about in print and hear the older members of 
the Bar talk about. We have raised the standards of our profession to the point that 
we are approaching more what the practice of law was in the beginning in England. 
We have to be a college graduate—in fact we have to hold two degrees now before 
we become a lawyer. 


I think the ideals of our profession are perhaps best expressed by a publication | 
received from the Public Relations chairman of the American Bar Association. It has 
impressed me so deeply that I want you to hear it, and while I am not dedicated to 
being a religious person, the things that are here said I am sure will impress you as 
they have me, and I quote: 


“Above all, a lawyer will find his highest honor in a deserved reputation for fidelity, 
to private trust in public duty, as an honest man and a patriotic and loyal citizen. So 
states Canon 32 of the Canon of Professional Ethics. Here in a single sentence are 
epitomized the ideals of a great profession. Honor, fidelity, trust, duty, loyalty. The 
principal objective of the American Bar Association to maintain high standards of 
legal education and professional conduct. One of the keystones of our public relations 
program, the responsibility of every lawyer to so conduct himself as to help build 
public respect for the law and confidence in his practitioners and here, too, is the central 
theme of the invocation given several years ago before a regional meeting of the 
American Bar Association, so eloquent and meaningful, the words of prayer so timely 
and timeless in their application, so expressive of the moral tone, to which the pro- 
fession aspires, we are reproducing them here in the form of a New Year message to 
lawyers everywhere.” 


And here is what it says: 


“Eternal God whose laws of righteousness and truth control the destiny of men and 
nations, we pray for those who are called to determine and apply the laws of the land, 
that they may conform to Thy righteousness and promote Try truth. Thou hast com- 
mitted to them the sacred privilege of establishing order, of securing equity. Hold be- 
fore them the high ideals of their vocation that they may do justly and love mercy and 
walk humbly with their God. They are threatened by the assault of self-interest and 
ambition, they are solicited by the mercenary aims, adroitness and obstruction by strategy 
until in courts and legislative halls the ancient prophecy may be heard again, ‘Judgment 
is turned back and judgment stands afar off.’ Deliver Thy servants from these perils of 
their profession, that truth may stand boldly in the street and equity enter fearlessly 
into the court room. Give prudence in counsel, courage in advocacy and wisdom in 
decision. Rebuke by the chastisement of the people’s condemnation the prostitution 
of the law by prejudice or partisanship or politics and assure each practitioner that 
integrity is more precious than shrewdness, and principle to be preferred to- profit. 
From futile and artful controversies from the commercial estimate of distinction and 
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success and from the degradation of a profession into a trade or a gain, good Lord 
deliver all judges, advocates and counsellors that they may deserve the leadership which 
is put into their hands and fulfill Thy holy purpose to judge the world with righteous- 
ness and the peoples with equity. We ask this in the name of Thy Son, Jesus Christ, 
our Lord, Amen.” 


That was delivered by The Reverend Anthreal King, Jr., Rector of St. James Episcopal 
Church in Missoula, Montana. Thank you. (Applause) 


Mr. Eidson, would you come forward? (Applause) 


Mr. Eidson, it gives me a great deal of pleasure to congratulate you on your ascenr 
sion to the office of president of this association, and I deliver to you the gavel and 
insignia of office. 

PRESIDENT-ELECT EDSON: As John Q. Royce pointed out a while ago, I was elected 
a year ago down in Kansas City, but at that time I had no opportunity to express my 
thanks and gratitude for my elevation to the presidency-elect at the time of the State 
Bar Association. At this time, therefore, I want to take just a very few moments to 
do that very thing. In that connection, it was my good fortune at the banquet the 
other night to sit at this table on this rostrum between David Maxwell, President of 
the American Bar Association and Walter Huxman. Mr. Maxwell was inquiring of 
Walter, just how he reached his high state as a Judge of the United States District 
Court of Appeals, and Walter was expounding, and he said, “The reason I got there 
was largely a matter of forttuitous circumstance.” He said, “I was Johnny-at-the-rathole 
at the right time.” He said, “In this room there are many, many men who would be 
equally qualified as I to hold my position.” I don’t think he said anyone was better, 
but he said equal anyhow, and that’s the way I feel now. I come to this office with 
humility. I realize there are a great many members of the Bar Association who are 
equal or would be more than equal to me in this position. I deeply appreciate it, and 
I know that with your cooperation during the coming year, we will have another sue 
cessful year equal to that of my predecessor who has done a wonderful job. 


Now at this time it is my pleasure to present a memento to our outgoing president. 
This is a card. I will describe it to you. It’s on metal and it is engraved and it says, 
“The Bar Association of the State of Kansas. This is to certify that J. Willard Haynes 
is a past president of this Association.” It gives me great pleasure to present this ta 
you at this time. (Applause) 

I think probably there is no more business to be handled at this time, except the 
drawing. 

PRESIDENT-ELECT EIDSON. I now declare this session of the Bar Association of 
Kansas closed. 
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CASE NOTES 


BROKERS—COMPENSATION AND LIEN—NECESSITY OF 
CONTRACT IN WRITING 


Does a contract whereby a broker is to procure an option to buy realty for his princi- 
pal come within the statute of frauds? A recent case has decided that it does. Pacific 
Southwest Development Corp. v. Western Pacific R. R., 301 P. 2d 825 (Cal. 1956). In 
this case, the plaintiff's employee had an oral agreement with the defendant that the 
employee would receive a five per cent commission if he procured an option for the 
defendant to purchase certain real estate owned by another. The employee conferred 
with the realty owner and he agreed to give an option, but defendant declined to take it. 
Later, defendant accepted an option from the owner without contacting the employee 
and defendant ultimately purchased the property. Plaintiff, in seeking its commission 
for services, was denied recovery on the ground that the contract between defendant 
and plaintiff's employee was not in writing, so unenforceable. The California court, by 
a split decision, interpreted its special provision in the statute of frauds pertaining to 
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brokers to be applicable. This provides that “an agreement authorizing or employing 
an agent or broker to purchase or sell real estate for compensation or a commission” is 
invalid unless in writing and subscribed by the party to be charged or his agent. Cal. 
Civ. Code, § 1624(5); Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 1973(5). 

The principal case also reiterates two other situations in California where the statute 
of frauds is applicable: (1) An option to purchase real property even where no broker 
is involved. Bovo v. Abrahamson, 100 Cal. App. 373, 280 Pac. 191 (1929). (2) Con- 
tracts whereby a broker is merely to procure a buyer or seller of real property. Hooper v. 
Mayfield, 114 Cal. App. 2d 802, 251 P. 2d 330 (1953); Duckworth v. Schumacher, 135 
Cal. App. 661, 27 P. 2d 919 (1933). 

Kansas, like numerous other states, has no particular provision in its statute of frauds 
pertaining to brokers. Kan. G. S. 1949, 33-105 provides that no interest in lands shall 
be granted or assigned except by a writing, signed by the party granting or assigning 
or by his agent who is lawfully authorized in writing to do so. Kan. G. S. 1949, 33-106 
provides that contracts for the sale of lands or any interest in or concerning them must 
be in writing and signed by the party to be charged or some person lawfully authorized 
in writing. Would the Kansas court arrive at the same decision as the California court? 

The California view, that contracts authorizing a broker to obtain a purchaser or seller 
must be in writing, would appear to be a minority one. This cannot be entirely attributed 
to their statute since it merely uses the words “an agreement authorizing or employing 
an agent or broker to purchase or sell for compensation or a commission,” implying 
that the statute applies only where the agent is given power to actually purchase or sell. 
However, the legislative intent was apparently to prevent litigation over commissions, 
in the belief that fraudulent claims for commissions might be made. 2 Corbin, Contracts 
§ 416 (1950); Annot., 80 ALR. 1456 (1932). 


The Kansas court, following the majority view, has held that an oral agreement is 
sufficient where the broker is merely to procure a purchaser or seller. In Long v. Thomp- 
son, 73 Kan. 76, 84 Pac. 552 (1906) there was an oral agreement that if the broker 
procured a purchaser he would receive a $300 commission. The broker found a pur- 
chaser but the seller refused to pay the commission, using the statute of frauds as his 
defense. The court recognized that there is a difference between an employment to sell 
and one solely to find a purchaser. This view would seem to be in keeping with the 
purpose of the statute of frauds. Certainly there is no contemplation of passage of title, 
as between the principal and the real estate broker, when the broker is only to find a 
purchaser. Likewise, the principal is not bound to convey to the purchaser. It is simply 
a contract of employment for services, the broker to perform for the seller. 


Of course, the Kansas court recognizes that a real estate broker has no authority to 
enter into a written contract obligating his principal to sell and convey the property’ 
unless such authority is conferred upon the broker in writing. Artz v. McCarthy, 109 
Kan. 355, 199 Pac. 99 (1921). Also, as further protection, if a broker purchases land 
in his own name when he has been verbally hired to procure a seller, then a resulting 
trust by operation of law arises in favor of the principal. Oetken v. Shell, 168 Kan. 244, 
212 P. 2d 329 (1949); Rose v. Hayden, 35 Kan. 106, 10 Pac. 554 (1886). 


There are conflictiag views as to whether an option to purchase real property, as 
between the optioner and optionee, must be in writing. The cases holding that the option 
need not be in writing emphasize that no interest in land is conveyed to the optioned 
until he exercises the option. Thus, the optionee acquires only a personal privilege to 
purchase, a right in personam; the option being nothing more than a continuing offer 
to sell. Shaughnessy v. Eidsmo, 222 Minn. 141, 23 N.W. 2d 362 (1946); Richanbach 
v. Ruby, 127 Ore. 612, 271 Pac. 600 (1928), rehearing denied, 135 Ore. 117, 294 Pac. 
1098 (1931). The cases holding that the statute of frauds is applicable state that the 
option, while it passes no present interest to the land, is an interest “in or concerning 
land.” Neeley v. Sheppard, 185 Ga. 771, 196 S.E. 452 (1938); McGuirk v. Ward, 115 
Vt. 221, 55 A. 2d 610 (1947). 
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The Kansas court has not decided this particular problem. While it is true that Kan. 
G. S. 1949, 33-106 contains the phrase “in or concerning”, it would appear to be er- 
roneous to assume that Kansas would automatically follow the rule of the Neeley and 
McGuirk cases. Indeed, two Kansas cases have given an indication that Kansas might 
follow the rule of the Richanbach case. In Caldwell v. Frazier, 65 Kan. 24, 68 Pac. 1076 
(1902), during the time between the written offer of the option and its acceptance, im- 
provements on the land were destroyed. When the optionee sought specific performance 
of the contract, including restoration of improvements, the court, quoting from 1 War- 
velle, Vendors 187, said that the option “confers upon the party having such an option 
no interest, either legal or equitable in the land. It is not a contract of sale within any 
definition of the term .. .” Similarly, in Krhut v. Phares, 80 Kan. 515, 103 Pac. 117 
(1909), the court, by way of dictum, stated that a contract granting an option to pur- 
chase does not, before acceptance by the option holder, vest in him any interest in the 
land. Of course, it must be noted that in both of these cases the option contract was 
in writing, so the statute of frauds problem was not in issue. 

The rule of the principal case seems to be dependent on whether the court holds that 
both a contract to find a buyer or seller and an option contract must be in writing. Since 
the giving of an option binds the seller to a greater degree than merely finding a person 
who might buy, it would follow that the agent’s authority would certainly have to be 
in writing in those jurisdictions where a procurement contract falls within the statute 
of frauds. Of course, this reasoning loses some of its force when the agent acts for the 
buyer who is not being “bound” to any greater degree in either situation. However, the 
prospective purchaser does hold a more substantial “interest in land” when his agent 
procures an option for him than he does when the agent merely finds land which he 
can buy. Likewise, if an option contract itself must be in wriitng because it is viewed 
as an interest in or concerning land, then a contract for a broker to procure such an 
interest in land must also be “lawfully authorized in writing.” But, if there is strong rea- 
son for holding that a contract to procure the option is only a personal privilege to 
purchase and procurement contracts in general are simply employment for services con- 
tracts, then a contract to procure an option should not necessitate a writing. 

On this basis, it is submitted that Kansas would not accept the majority opinion of 
the principal case, but would adopt the dissent of Justice Carter that “an agreement to 
obtain an option to buy real property does not come within an agreement employing an 
agent ‘to purchase or sell real estate’ within the statute of frauds inasmuch as it is noth- 
ing more than employing an agent to obtain personal property—a chose in action.” 
Pacific Southwest Development Corp. v. Western Pacific R. R., supra at 833. 


WILBUR W. SCHMIDT. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—MASTER'S LIABILITY FOR INJURIES TO 


SERVANT; PLEADING—DEMURRER OR EXCEPTION—SPECIAL 
DEMURRER—SPECIFICATION OF GROUNDS 


Does an employer, who voluntarily gives his employee a medical examination, have a 
duty to inform him of any hidden dangers which are disclosed through the examination? 
The court in Union Carbide & Carbon Corp. v. Stapleton, 237 F. 2d 229 (Tenn. 1956), 
said “yes”. It reasoned that although the employer was not required to give the examina- 
tion, once he did, the employee was entitled to rely upon being informed of any dan- 
gerous. condition which was disclosed. The employer's failure to do so, whereby the 
hidden danger resulted in an injury to the employee, was said to be negligence, render- 
ing the employer liable to the employee. 

The case is unique in that the employee's injury had nothing to do with his employ- 
ment. Had it been so, the employer's liability under workmen’s compensation might have 
been in issue. Instead, the action is based upon the negligence of the employer in failing 
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to inform the employee that the examination disclosed that he had an inactive case of 
tuberculosis. The employee’s injuries resulted from the tuberculosis later becoming 
active. The duty to inform was charged to the employer because of: (1) the duty of a 
master to exercise ordinary care for the protection of his servants, and (2) the right of 
the employee to rely upon an implied contract with the employer to disclose any hidden 
danger, resulting from the employer's gratuitous examination. See RESTATEMENT, 
TORTS § 325 (1934) and PROSSER, TORTS § § 32, 38 (2d ed. 1955), authorities 
cited by the court. No apparent reference was made to the few cases which have com- 
mented upon the duty of the employer to inform the employee in such a situation, or 
ones similar to it. 

The first case in this area was Crowley v. Appleton, 148 Mass. 98, 18 N.E. 675 (1888). 
There, the evidence tended to show that the employee was subject to epileptic fits which 
would render him unconscious unexpectedly. The employee did not know of these fits, 
but the employer did. During one of his fits the employee fell into a mortar-bed and 
was injured. The court sustained a verdict for the employer under instructions that it 
was necessary for the employee to show that: (1) he was subject to the fits, (2) he was 
not aware of this fact, (3) his employer was aware of his condition, and further that 
(4) his employer knew or had cause to know that the employee was unaware of his 
own condition. This latter requirement was established because the court apparently 
felt that unless the employee did not know of his own condition, there would be no 
reason for requiring the employer to inform him. However, the court did say that this 
fourth requirement (generally referred to below as the rule of the Crowley case) need 
not be proved by any direct evidence and that it might be inferred from circumstances. 
Thus, the requirement could be met by the employee commenting to his employer that 
he believed himself to be in good physical condition, or by some similar written state- 
ment being placed in his employment records. 

In Goss’ Ex’r v. Kentucky Refining Co., 137 Ky. 398, 125 S.W. 1061 (1910), the 
court refused a requested instruction which stated that the employer should be liable 
if the employee was unaware of his own condition and if the employer was aware of it. 
The instruction was considered inadequate because it did not consider whether the em- 
ployer knew or had cause to know of the employee’s ignorance of his physical condition. 
Thus the rule of the Crowley case was followed. 

Perhaps the most positive step in this area was taken by Labatt in 3 LABATT, MAS- 
TER AND SERVANT § 1082 (2d ed. 1913), where he spoke of the problem in terms 
of a presumption by saying that “the unfit servant is almost always aware of his unfit- 
ness.” This presumption approach was followed in Tennessee Coal, Iron and Ry. Co. v. 
Moody, 192 Ala. 364, 68 So. 274 (1915) in justifying the rule of the Crowley case: 
However, the Missouri court repudiated the rule in Hamilton v. Standard Oil Co., 323 
Mo. 531, 546, 19 S.W. 2d 679, 683 (1929). There the court stated that “the master’s 
liability is measured by his own knowledge of the actual facts, and not by his knowledge 
of the servant's ignorance of the facts.” It might be noted, however, that in that casé 
the employee’s contributory negligence was not in issue as it was in the principal case. 
The court felt that to require the employee to prove that his employer knew of the 
employee's ignorance would be placing the burden of proof of a fact upon the employee 
which he was not obligated to prove. 

In the more modern era, the leading case appears to be Glidden v. Bath Iron Works 
Corp., 143 Me. 24, 54 A. 2d 528, 531 (1947). In commenting upon the rule of the 
Crowley case, the court said, “We think the Massachusetts Court in the Crowley case . . . 
pointed to the sine qua non for recovery. . ., namely, that there should be none without 
allegation and proof that the master knew of the servant's ignorance of his own unfit- 
ness.” In support of Labatt’s presumption, the court said, “assuming the knowledge of 
the defendant not only of the condition of the plaintiff but of his own ignorance n that 
condition, the circumstances might require a degree of care altogether greater than would 
otherwise be the fact. The duty to warn of dangers which are neither known or apparent 
is undoubted, but personal condition is presumptively apparent. “The unfit servant is 
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almost always aware of his unfitness.’” For failing to allege and oy that the employer 
knew, or should have known, that the employee did not know of his own condition, the 
court ruled the petition defective. 


The Ohio court has adopted the rule of the Crowley case in Wiles v. Motor Club of 
America, 121 N.E. 2d 167 (Ohio 1953), although that was not a master-servant case. 
Texas, on the other hand, has followed the Missouri court’s view by repudiating the rule 
of the Crowley case. McCorstin v. Mayfield, 274 S.W. 2d 874 (Tex. 1955). In Atchison, 
T. & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Perryman, 200 Okl. 266, 192 P. 2d 670 (1948), the court would 
not comment as to the validity of the rule of the Crowley case but, assuming it was 
valid, said that the employee had met the burden of overcoming the presumption to 
the satisfaction of the jury. 


In McCormick, Evidence § 309 (1954), the various reasons for the recognition of 
presumptions are given as: (1) the reasons of probability, (2) procedural convenience, 
(3) the fairness of requiring initial presentation of evidence by the party who has su- 
perior means of access to it, and (4) social and economic policy. Of these four reasons, 
it would appear that probability and policy are the more basic and important ones in 
regards to this particular presumption. 


Apparently the Kansas court has yet to rule on a case in this area. If and when it 
does, the court can either decide the case (1) by mechanically applying the presumption, 
(2) without even discussing the presumption, as was done in the principal, or (3) the 
court could (a) review the bases for the presumption, (b) determine whether the reasons 
for it are still valid, and (c), on the basis of that determination, decide the case. 


It is submitted that now, forty-five years after the creation of the presumption, social 
and economical policy has changed so strongly in favor of increasing the employer's 
responsibilities toward his employees, that it no longer favors such a presumption. 
Further, when one considers the ease with which the employer may meet his obligation— 
by simply informing the employee of what he knows about the employee’s condition, 
this far outweighs the probability that a person is always aware of his physical condition. 


With the presumption out of the way, there would be no basis for the rule of the 
Crowley case because the employer could no longer rely upon his employee having 
knowledge of his physical condition. Not being able to so rely, the duty to inform would 
automatically arise. Thus, if the employer failed to warn his employee, in such a sit- 
uation as arose in the principal case, the court would be free to hold him liable because 
of: (1) an implied contract to inform, and (2) the duty of an employer to exercise 
ordinary care for the safety of his employee. The true test for liability would then be 
based upon the employer’s knowledge of his employee's condition, and mot upon the 
employer’s knowledge of his employee’s lack of knowledge of that condition. 


KEITH E. Moore. 


NEGLIGENCE—ACTIONS—VIOLATION OF STATUTE OR ORDINANCE 


In a case arising in the State of Mississippi, defendant, in violation of a Mississippi 
statute, left his car unattended with the keys in it. The car was stolen by a thief, who 
negligently injured the plaintiff. The Mississippi Supreme Court denied recovery to the 
plaintiff in his action against the car owner, stating that the negligence of the thief was 
an intervening act which caused the injury. The dissent contended that an intervening 
act should not absoive the original negligence if it could reasonably be foreseen. And 
since here the theft and careless operation of the car by the thief are events which, under 
certain circumstances, could be foreseen, the question of proximate causation should be 
o for the jury. Permenter v. Milner Chevrolet Co., 91 So. 2d 243 (Miss. 1956). (4-3 

ecision). 


The principal case is in accord with the weight of authority, which denies recovery to 
the plaintiff. Reasons behind this view are: (1) such a theft is a consequence too 
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remote, Castay v. Katz & Besthoff, 148 So. 76 (La. App. 1933); (2) in the absence of 
actual knowledge of thieves in the vicinity, the criminal nature of the intervening act 
lessens its realizable likelihood, Gower v. Lamb, 282 S.W. 2d 867 (Mo. App. 1955); 
(3) leaving keys in the car is merely a circumstance and not the proximate cause of the 
resulting collision, the direct cause being the unskillful handling of the car by the thief, 
Saracco v. Lyttle, 11 N.J. Super, 254 78 A. 2d 288 (1951); and (4) as a matter of law, 
the car owner cannot be charged with the duty of anticipating theft and subsequent 
negligence, Frank v. Ralston, 145 F. Supp. 294 (6th Cir. 1956). 

The District of Columbia and Illinois are the only jurisdictions which have allowed 
recovery. These decisions turned respectively on the interpretation of an ordinance and 
statute, both of which prohibited car owners from leaving keys in the ignition. Such 
legislation is capable of two interpretations: (1) that it is intended to prevent car 
thefts, or (2) that it is designed to promote safety on the streets. Only under the latter 
view has the plaintiff been awarded damages, because only then is he within the class 
intended to be protected. 

In Ross v. Hartman, 78 App. D.C. 217, 139 F. 2d 14 (1943), a truck left unattended 
in a public alley with keys in the ignition was stolen by a thief who negligently ran 
over the plaintiff. The court allowed recovery, stressing the fact that an ordinance, 
prohibiting an owner from leaving his car unattended with keys in it, was enacted for 
the purpose of promoting safety, and that the defendant's negligence “created the hazard 
and thereby brought about the harm which the ordinance was intended to prevent”. 
Ross v. Hartman, supra at 218, 139 F. 2d at 15. Thus, violation of the statute was con- 
sidered to be the proximate cause of the plaintiff's injury. 

In Ney v. Yellow Cab Co., Inc. 2 Ill. 2d 74, 117 N.E. 2d 74 (1954), a taxicab driver 
left his cab unattended with the keys in it. The Illinois court, in interpreting a statute 
similar to the District of Columbia ordinance noted above, treated it as a public safety 
measure (as opposed to an anti-theft measure). This, the court felt, brought the plaintiff 
within the class intended to be protected. Also, the Illinois court stated that it was a 
case for the jury, because reasonable men could disagree on the question whether the 
injury to the plaintiff was reasonably foreseeable. 

It is apparent that the courts approach this problem in a variety of ways. The ma- 
jority of jurisdictions, basing their decisions on intervening efficient cause or lack of 
foreseeability, hold the defendant blameless as a matter of law. Curtis v. Jacobson, 142 
Me. 351, 54 A. 2d 520 (1947); Anderson v. Theisen, 231 Minn. 369, 43 N.W. 2d 
272 (1950). Other courts look to the legislative intent in the enactment of the statute, 
as there is considerable authority that the plaintiff cannot recover unless the statute was 
passed for his protection. Denton v. Missouri, K. & T. R. Co. 90 Kan. 51, 133 Pac. 
558 (1913); Kelley v. Henry Muhs Co., 71 N.J.L. 358, 59 Atl. 23 (1904). 

Problems arise because the exact purpose of many statutes is not clear. In Ross v. 
Hartman, supra, the court construed the ordinance as one designed to promote safety on 
the streets by relying on the fact that the ordinance was in a section of the Traffic and 
Motor Regulations which was devoted to required automobile safety appliances, and 
which dealt exclusively with welfare of the public. 

In Ney v. Yellow Cab Co., Inc. supra, the court similarly construed the statute as 
one intended to promote safety. The same Illinois statute included sections requiring 
the breaks to be set and the wheels turned to the curb on a grade, which certainly were 
not “material theft deterrents”. Another provision in the statute prohibited persons 
under fifteen years of age from operating cars, which the court felt indicated that the 
legislature was thinking about safety precautions rather than anti-theft measures. But see 
Sullivan v. Griffin, 318 Mass. 359, 61 N.E. 2d 330 (1945), in which the Massachusetts 
court construed such a statute to be an anti-theft measure, and denied recovery because 
the plaintiff's injury was not the type of harm to be prevented by the statute. 


Common to all the cases are the requirements that there can be no recovery unless 
(1) the defendant’s act was negligent and (2) such negligence was the proximate cause 
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of the harm. These elements are fundamental to the law of negligence. See Prosser, 
Torts, §35 (2d Ed. 1955) The first requirement results in a considerable problem, 
however, because the only negligence normally alleged is violation of a statute or an 
ordinance. This raises the question: Is violation of a statute negligence per se, or is it 
merely evidence of negligence? The weight of authority holds that such a violation 
is negligence per se. Garbo v. Walker, 129 N.E. 2d 537 (Ohio C.P. 1955); Pfaehler 
v. Ten Cent Taxi Co., 198 S.C. 476, 18 S.E. 2d 331 (1942). The rationale of this view 
is that as the legislature has declared a standard of care under certain circumstances, 
conduct which falls below this standard is itself negligence. The minority states that 
violation of a statute or ordinance is only evidence of negligence and that it should 
simply be submitted to the jury along with other evidnece of negligent acts. Cockrell 
v. Sullivan, 334 Ill. App. 620, 101 N.E. 2d 878 (1951); Fowler Packing Co. v. Enzen- 
perger, 77 Kan. 406, 94 Pac. 995 (1908). The reasoning behind this view is that the 
purpose of legislation is not to create civil liability, but to insure minimum standards 
of conduct for the welfare of the public. 

As to the second element, that of proximate causation, the rule is well established that 
even though one may be negligent, if another, acting independently and voluntarily, puts 
into motion an intervening act which leads in unbroken sequence to the injury, the latter 
is the proximate cause. The original negligence, therefore, is remote and thereby non- 
actionable. Mississippi City Lines, Inc. v. Bullock, 194 Miss. 630, 13 So. 2d 34 (1943). 
However, it is equally well established that if such intervening act is reasonably fore- 
seeable by the first wrongdoer, such intervening act will not insulate the original neg- 
ligence. Schmidt v. United States, 179 F. 2d 724 (10th Cir. 1950); Emmerick v. Kansas 
City Public Service Co., 177 Kan. 443, 280 P. 2d 615 (1955). 

The basic issue, over which the court in the principal case was split, is: Are the cir- 
cumstances such as to make intervention of a thief and subsequent negligent driving 
reasonably foreseeable? The majority said “no,” and denied recovery as a matter of 
law. The dissenting justices thought the question was one for the jury, saying that “in 
these times, frequent car thefts, congestion of automobile traffic, daily fatalities on the 
highways, etc., are common knowledge”. Permenter v. Milner Chevrolet Co., supra, at 
254. Thus, the minority opinion reasoned, the jury might be warranted in finding that 
the defendant should have anticipated the probability that his car might be stolen and 
that the thief, in an effort to get away, would exercise less than reasonable care, re- 
sulting in another's injury. 

The Illinois court, in Ney v. Yellow Cab Co., Inc. supra, expressed the opinion that 
it is common knowledge that thieves tend to be reckless, while stealing automobiles, and 
as a result often cause accidents. However, in Cockrell v. Sullivan, supra, the Illinois 
court stated that it would seem more reasonable that a thief, in order to avoid attraoting 
attention and arrest, would be meticulous in observing traffic laws. 


It is submitted that the prevailing view of holding for the defendant as a matter of law 
should continue to be followed. There seems to be a strong policy reason for denying 
recovery, in that the defendant, or anyone else, should not have to go through life an- 
ticipating theft or other crimes. It may be assumed that men will act lawfully. [On a re- 
lated problem, involving foreseeability of criminal alteration of negotiable instruments, 
see Note, 31 Harvard L. Rev. 779 (1917-18).] 


Kansas has never had a case similar to the principal one. Although there is no state 
statute prohibiting a car owner from leaving the keys in his car, it is interesting to 
note that two of the larger cities, Wichita and Topeka, have ordinances on this subject. 
One of these cities reports that violations have been prosecuted at the rate of one or two 
a week, although fortunately no mishaps have yet occurred. It can be safely assumed 
that the purpose of such an ordinance is to cut down on car thefts, and in the absence 
of a clear showing that an ordinance of this type, or a statutory enactment, was designed 
ee safety measure, insulation of the owner from tort liability would seem to be in 
order. 


WILLARD B. THOMPSON. 
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NOTICE OF LEGAL INSTITUTE, OCTOBER, 


The Washburn Law School announces a Legal Institute on the subject of Scientific 
and Medical Evidence in cooperation with the Topeka Bar Association and the Kansas 


1957 


Plaintiffs’ Attorneys Association. 
Date: October 25, 1957. 
Place: Washburn Law School Building. 


Law Day and Homecoming program will continue on Saturday, October 26th. Further 


details of general program will be available in the fall. 
COMMENT 
PERCENTAGE LEASE AGREEMENTS 
By EUGENE LINN SMITH, L3* 
In recent years the use of leases providing for payment of rental based on a percentage 


of sales or income of the lessee has become increasingly popular in the United States.' 


 fAdgnited LL the Bes of of the State of Kansas, June 26, 1957. 
well written articles on this "subject include: eo =" Daties tage Leases, 
Role of Lawyer, 1955 U. | = ee 6S. = 


Laadis) 5 36% ‘Boston oe 190. mesos ¢ Conny —ine the 
id Percentage Leases, 51 Col.L.Rev. 186 (i953). Also—61 


Tie 5 1y (bts) do Mabe 95° C1930)" 
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This type of lease is ordinarily used where the location of the demised property is 
particularly valuable, such as downtown business stores or shopping centers. It is most 
easily adapted to premises where retail businesses are to be conducted, but has been 
used successfully for almost every conceivable type of business. The usual lease pro- 
vides for a minimum fixed rent plus an additional sum based on a percentage of the 
lessee’s gross sales. The fixed minimum varies from a nominal sum just sufficient to 
cover fixed costs of the landlord to a sum which would be just below the present rental 
value. In some cases the minimum guaranteed rental is altogether eliminated,? although 
this is not recommended. It is often suggested that a figure representing 75% of the 
present fair rental value is a good rule of thumb.? The percentage to be applied in 
computing the additional rent will vary with the type of business to be conducted, 
or the volume of sales expected. The popularity of the percentage lease arises from the 
advantages it offers to both the landlord and tenant, and also to the real estate broker. 
The advantages to the landlord result from the fact that the return from his investment 
varies with business conditions, thus supplying a hedge. against inflation. Also, if the 
location of his property becomes suddenly more valuable due to changes in the sur- 
rounding area which give rise to more potentail customers, his increase in rental is 
almost immediate and he need not wait till the end of a long lease term to realize an 
increased return. The rental is geared to the productivity of his property and auto- 
matically adjusts to the fluctuations in dollar purchasing power. 


The tenant enjoys a safer minimum rent which will not be an undue burden if 
sales fall off. On the other hand, he is usually not too adverse to paying the increased 
rental which would come due in times of prosperity when sales are good. A mutual 
advantage to both landlord and tenant is the flexibility of the lease, which also makes 
it a useful tool for the real estate or lease broker. If the rental value of the property 
is in doubt, or the prospective tenant hesitates to bind himself for a high fixed rental 
for a long term, the percentage lease offers a basis for negotiation which will often 
resolve the difficulties and result in a mutually satisfactory agreement. 


Of course all that glitters is not gold, and percentage lease agreements have certain 
disadvantages which should be noted. Disadvantages to the landlord arise from the fact 
that percentage agreements require closer supervision than the ordinary fixed rental 
lease. The success of the lease depends on the successful operation of the premises 
by the tenant, and the landlord must be careful to select a tenant who can be relied 
upon to exercise good faith toward the landlord in carrying on the contemplated busi- 
ness to be conducted on the premises. The landlord must depend on the tenant to 
properly report the sales made and to continuously carry on a business which will yield 
the additional rental agreed upon. Usually this will require some control by the Jand- 
lord over the keeping of records and accounts of the tenant and the right to inspection 
of the premises and stock. A good lease will spell out precisely the rights of the Jand- 
lord in these matters. 

The tenant, on the other hand, wishes to be free from all interference in the conduct 
of his business. He doesn’t wish to have anyone snooping into his books, and he wants 
to exercise his own business judgment about what he sells and how he sells it. Usually 





2. In re Owl Drug Co. (1935) 12 Fed. Supp. 439 (D. Nev.). 
3. » * ge L.R. 317; Percentage Leases; ( Blatteis) U.Cal. Ext. Courses Commercial and Investment Prop- 
perties P.49. 
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an arrangement can be worked out to the satisfaction of both parties, protecting the 
landlord, without unduly burdening the tenant with outside control over his business. 


A more conservative type lease pegs the rental to fluctuations in the Wholesale 
Price Index of the U. S. Department of Labor. This type, which provides some pro- 
tection to the landlord agaisnt inflation, is often used for leases of industrial property 
and others not well suited to a percentage agreement, including residential property. 
Other usable indices might be the U. S. Government Retail Price Index or the Cost of 
Living Index of the Department of Labor. 


The primary consideration in drafting a percentage lease should be to determine 
the proper percentage figure and to define the income base to which the percentage 
is to be applied in calculating the rent. The percentage figure will vary widely with 
the type of business to be conducted. Averages for any particular type of business can 
be obtained from the National Institute of Real Estate Brokers which has published a 
pamphlet entitled “Percentage Lease.” The U. S. Department of Commerce publishes 
a conservative report of the average percentage of gross sales paid as rent by every type 
of retail establishment. An experienced real estate or lease broker, familiar with the 
area, is probably the best source from which to determine what would constitute a fair 
percentage in the particular community. 


The lawyer is probably most concerned with the very important task of reflecting 
the exact intentions of the parties in writing. Litigation has most frequently arisen 
from disagreements over what is to be included in the income base when calculating 
the rentals. 


A term frequently used for this income base is “gross sales.” The clause will usually 
read somewhat in the following manner. “The lessee agrees to pay, in addition to the 
minimum monthly rental hereinbefore stipulated, a sum equal to _____-% of the 
gross sales of merchandise transacted in, from or through the use of the premises 
herein demised, less the amount of the minimum monthly rental hereinbefore stipulated.” 
Or it might provide for a fixed minimum rental plus “_____% of all gross sales over 
$ transacted in, from or through the use of the demised premises.” A clause 
frequently follows defining what is meant by “gross sales” and further what is meant 
by “in, from or through the use of the demised premises.” 


No definite legal meaning has been given to the term “gross sales” or “gross re- 
ceipts”. The meaning of the term is to be determined by the intent of the parties in 
the light of the particular circumstances, including the type of business contemplated 
by the parties and they are left free for the most part to stipulate for themselves what 
is to be included in its definition 


In defining “gross sales”, “gross receipts” or “rental sales” consideration should be 
given to the following items, and the cases cited are illustrative of the construction 
problems encountered by the courts where the parties have not fully defined the 
terminology used. 

A. What sums should be included as rental sales when the transactions are made 


and completed wholly on or within the leased premises? 








4. 170 A.L.R. 1113—The cases involving percentage leases are collected and noted in this article. It has been 
supplemented 38 A.L.R. 1113 and supplements thereto. The digest key number for percentage leases is Land- 
lord & Tenant 200.1 and 200.2. 
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1. Taxes. The lease should specify whether or not taxes are to be included in cal- 
culating the percentage rental, and furthermore should be specific about what types 
of taxes are or are not to be included. The question has arisen many times in litigated 
cases with varying results. Thus the term “gross sales” was broad enough to include 
federal excise taxes on liquor sales where the lease excluded “sales taxes” from the 
definition,> and the retail sales tax paid on the merchandise where the term “gross sales” 
was defined as “the total price or charge paid or agreed to be paid on each sale”.® It has 
been held chat “gross receipts” did not include sales taxes collected nor any commission 
the lessee received for collecting them,’ and “gross box office receipts” was construed 
not to include the federal admissions tax on theater tickets.8 


2. Credit Transactions. The problem here is usually one of when the transaction 
should be reported as a rental “sale”. Thus the term “gross sales” included sales made 
on credit whether the cash was received during the term or after its expiration, but 
did not include cash received in payment for credit sales made prior to the time the 
lessee occupied the premises.? The precise problem of concern to both the lessor and 
lessee is whether to include the transaction as a rental sale at the time it is made or 
to defer reporting it as a rental sale until the cash is received. A clear understanding 
should be reached by the parties and be reduced to writing in an 2; propriate clause 
of the lease. 


Closely allied with this problem is the question of how to treat cash received on lay- 
away plans, service and carrying charges on credit sales for which little or no profit is 
realized, conditional sales contracts and repossessions. A question arises when a con- 
ditionally sold article is repossessed for default in payment and then resold. Should 
both sales prices be included in calculating rentals, or only the actual cash received? 


3. Merchandise sold, but returned for a refund of the sales price. Should the lessee 
be allowed to deduct the amount refunded when computing the rent? Common sense 
would dictate that he should, but an understanding agreed upon by the parties might 
avoid a future dispute. 


Along the same line of reasoning, deductions should be allowed for bad debts, if 
the lessee actually cannot make the collections. But the lessor might feel that since a 
legal sale was actually made it should be included in calculating rentals, and that the 
problem of collecting for the item is solely the concern of the lessee. 


4. Trade in allowances. Where it is common practice in the contemplated business 
for the dealer to take in used articles in part payment for the purchased merchandise, 
the parties should reach an agreement on how to treat the allowances made for the 
used article. For instance an automobile dealer in selling a car on which the sale price 
is $3,000.00 might take in trade another car for which he allows $1,000.00, which he 
later sells for $1,200.00. Should the total selling price of both items ($4,200.00) be 
reported as rental sales or should only the amount of cash actually received ($3,200.00) 
be used? The court selected the latter alternative when construing the phrase “total 
gross sales” in a lease where the business consisted of selling automobiles.'° 





Levy v, J Pomme. (1946) & ke 4 2d. 505. 


é. ister Co, v. Nat'l Bank, (1953) ne ™ App. 500, 111 NE 2d 378 

4 } mag Mest Bidg. & rae v. Milner i Inc., ( 1320) 2 App. 1048 227 S.W. 2d Ill. 

8; V.R.O.K. Co. v. Turin Theatre Corp., (1949) 92 Ny rod 

9. Galperin v. Lamy EM (1942) 3 301" itich, 491, 3 NW 2d. 8 

10. Freund Motor Co. v. Alma Realty & Investment Co., (194 53 435 Mo. App. 587, 142 SW 2d. 793. 
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5. Wholesale transactions. In the ordinary retail business wholesale transactions con- 
stitute a relatively minor portion of the total sales, and the parties may wish to exclude 
such sales in calculating rentals, especially where little or no profit is realized by the 
lessee.!1 But where wholesale transactions are likely to constitute a major share of the 
lessee’s business, they should be included in the calculation of percentage rents. A clause 
which might be used could specify that wholesale transactions would be excluded unless 
such transactions constituted a specified percentage of the total dollar business con- 
ducted on the premises and in the event they reached that magnitude then they should 
be included as rental sales, at the same, or a lower percentage figure. 


Connected with this problem is the question of how to treat sales of “loss leader” 
items and sales at cost to employees,!? or others. Sales of loss leader items may be 
mutually advantageous to both lessor and lessee in that they may attract more buyers 
for the other merchandise. Hence the lessor may wish to encourage the practice by 
excluding such sales from rental calculations. Sales at cost, however, may present a 
further problem and an agreement should be reached concerning such transactions. 


6. Income from incidental operations. A question arises as to how to treat “receipts” 
taken in or “sales” made on the demised premises from operations that are merely 
incidental to the primary business conducted on the premises. One court has held that 
“gross income” did not include receipts for telephone services furnished to hotel 
guests,!3 and “gross receipts” did not include tips received by car hops in the operation 
of a drive in restaurant,!4 nor charges for laundry and other services performed for 
hotel guests by others than the lessee, except to the extent of the lessee’s commissions,!> 
nor did the phrase include charges for services performed by a valet who occupied a 
portion of the premises, but did include the sum which the valet paid to the lessee as 
rent. Thus it is apparent that where such incidental services or operations are con- 
templated, an understanding should be reached on whether or not such items should 
be included for the purpose of calculating rentals. It is submitted that the courts 
usually exclude such items from the calculation, unless the lessee himself receives the 
full compensation therefor, and not just a commission or some other incidental bene- 
fit, in the absence of specific language to the contrary. 


Sometimes businesses such as jewelry stores, appliance stores, and others operate a 
service and repair department at a loss in order to attract potential customers for sales 
of merchandise. An intelligent landlord may agree that receipts taken in by such de- 
partments should not be included in rental calculations, if he feels the business is suf- 
ficiently enhanced by the continued operation of the department at a loss to the lessee. 


In the hotel business, quarters are often furnished to employees rent free. An agree- 
ment should be reached on whether or not to assign a specified value to the use of 
such quarters for the purpose of calculating rentals. In one case the court concluded 


11. In Gamble-Skogmo, Inc. v. McNair Realty Co., 98 F. Supp. 440 (1951) (Mont.), the lease excluded 
wholesale sales to employees of the tenant, but protected the landlord by applying a lesser percentage to wholesale 
sales in the event that the business developed into a wholesale business. 

12. Milwaukee Boston Store v. Katz, (1913) 153 Wis. 492, 140 NW 1048, wherein ¥ term “gross sales” 
was od to a a. to > Sepeagee ‘of the lessee at cost, and an accounting was although the court 


a Operating Com v. Local Textile Mills, Inc., 134 NYS 2d 438. 
12: | ~ entura v. Laurel-Ventura Holding | Corp., (1943) 58. Cal. App. 2d. 684, 138 P. 2d. 43. 


Where “gross receipts” was defined as “All money and other things 0 of value received or paid to the lessee or 
to others for the lessee’s benefit—including (but not limited to)—all services perfo: by the lessee or anyone 
wore f for the lessee for =e eo such compensation is received.” 

Green County Bldg. & Loan v. Milner 1 otels, Inc., (1950) 240 Mo. A » S068, 227 SW 2d 111. 


16. 227 Park Ave. Corp. v. N.Y. Central R. Co. (1951) 106 NYS 2d 338 
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that no such arbitrary value should be assigned, in the absence of specific provision 
therefor.17 


7. Sublessee’s Income. Where the lease provides for a percentage rental and also 
provides that the lessee may sublet all or a portion of the premises, care should be 
taken to include, for the purpose of rental calculations, receipts from sales made or 
services performed by the sublessee. The courts have considered this problem and have 
reached conflicting results. In a 1951 Utah case the lease provided for rent based on 
a percentage of “total sales volume of the lessee” and provided that the lessee could 
sublet portions of the premises to non-competing businesses. The lessor contended that 
rentals should be based on the combined total of the lessee’s and sublessee’s sales. The 
court rejected this contention and found that only the rental paid by the sublessees 
should be included, basing its decision on the express language used (“sales—of the 
lessee”) and the fact that the lessee could only sublet to non-competing businesses.!8 
In a 1950 Florida case the lease provided for a minimum rental plus an additional rent 
based on a percentage of “gross annual retail sales made on the herein demised premises 
in excess of $36,000,” and permitted subletting on condition that the sublease did not 
release the lessee of any of his obligations under the lease. The lessee sublet the premises 
during the first year of the term and before his sales had reached the specified amount 
of $36,000. It was held that the rental for that portion of the year during which the 
sublessee occupied the premises should be calculated on the basis of the sublessee’s 
sales, and should not be based solely on the sales made by the original lessee.19 Where 
the lease gave the lessee the right to sublet a portion of the premises or concessions or 
privileges therein, and provided for inclusion of the income received by the lessee from 
such subletting, in the calculation of rentals, it was construed and determined not to 
be within the contemplation of the parties that the entire premises should be sublet, but 
the right was to include only subletting of minor concessions such as a barber shop, 
flower shop, cigar stand, and so forth and was not to include any of the major revenue 
producing facilities such as rooms or cabanas, swimming pool, dining room and bar 
facilities or any others that would deprive the lessor of a major portion of the stipu- 
lated percentage of receipts from their operation.2° In another case the lease of an 
airport provided for a minimum rental plus a percentage of “gross receipts from all 
operations of the lessee, direct or indirect” and defined gross income as “total income 
received by sublessees derived from all sources by reason of the operation of the sub- 
lessee.” It was held that the percentage rental should be based on the total income of 
the lessee and sublessee and not only on the amount received as rent by the lessee from 
the sublessees as contended for by the lessee.24 From the foregoing cases it can be 
seen that where the right to sublease the premises is given to the lessee, a clause should 
be inserted to protect the landlord from loss of his percentage rentals in the event the 
lessee should sublease a major revenue producing portion of the premises. 

(on WotR a RR 
7. Freeman v. Arnke, 308 P.2d 897 (Cal. App In re Diversey Bldg. Corp., (1937) CCA 7th Ill. 90F. 
24 703. Where the court talked about a practica EB put on the lease by the parties during six years 


ration under it, but actuall y based the decision on a clause requiring objections to accounts, on the basis of 
thi rentals were computed and which had specifically excluded any rent for the apartments in question, to be 





bens within 30 days after submission of the account to the lessor. 
18. Flowers v. Wrights, Inc., (1°51) (Utah) 227 P 2d 768. 
19. G. R. Kinney, Inc. v. White, (1950) (Florida) 48 So. 2d. 733. 
20. Garden Suburbs Golf & Country Club v. Pruitt, (1946) 156 Fla. 825, 24 So. 2d 898, 170 ALR 1107. 
21. Town of Islip v. Smith, 142 NYS 2d 784. 
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B. What transactions made partly on and partly off the leased premises should be 
included as rental sales or receipts? 


1. Sales made away from the leased premises but the merchandise is delivered from 
the premises. In the event the contemplated business is likely to have outside salesmen 
selling merchandise kept on the leased premises, provision should be made for handling 
receipts of such sales. A lease providing for a percentage rental based on gross sales 
made “on or in connection with” the leased premises was construed to be broad enough 
to include sales made by outside salesmen.22 The same problem might arise where 
orders are placed at other stores of a chain operating lessee but delivered from the leased 
premises. 

2: Sales made on the premises of merchandise to be delivered from another store or 
warehouse. In a lease which provided for a specified minimum rent plus a percentage 
on net retail sales over a specified sum “had and obtained on the above described prem- 
ises,” where the lessee stored farm equipment elsewhere, but the only sales force he 
maintained was on the leased premises, it was held that sales of the farm machinery 
should be included in calculating percentage rentals.?3 

3. Sales made from premises adjacent to or otherwise physically integrated with the 
leased property. Expansion of a growing business into adjacent premises, which was not 
contemplated when the lease was made, has presented problems in a variety of situations. 
Thus where a tenant leased three floors of a building under a percentage rental agree- 
ment and later leased for a fixed rental the fifth floor of the same building, entrance to 
which was effected by elevators from the original leased premises, the court held that 
sales of furs made on the fifth floor need not be included in computing rentals under 
the original lease.24 But it was held that sales from two rooms adjoining the leased 
premises, entrance to which was effected by openings in the wall between the two build- 
ings, should be included in computing the percentage rental in the lease of a department 
store.25> And a parking lot lease providing for a minimum rental plus a percentage of 
receipts “derived in any manner, directly or indirectly from or by the use or occupancy” 
of the leased premises was construed and it was held that in view of the conflicting inter- 
pretations that could be put on the instrument, that the lessee had stated a cause of action 
for declaratory relief as a cross action to the lessor’s suit for recovery of the premises, the 
lessee contending that the rental should be based on only a portion of the receipts taken 
in for cars parked on an adjacent lot which had been acquired to handle the overflow of 
cars from the leased premises.?© In view of these decisions it may be wise to provide for 
the possibility of expansion into physically connected premises. 

4. Charges for services rendered away from the premises but performed in connection 
with the business operated on the premises. Many retail businesses maintain service per- 


22. S. P. Dunham & Co. v. 26 East State Street Realty Co., 134 N.J. Eq. 237, 35 A 2d 40. . 

23. Gamble-Skogmo, Inc. v. McNair Realty Co., (1951, Mont.) 98 Fed. Supp. 440; see also Thomin v. 
Norwood Sash & Door Mfg. Co., 74 Ohio App. 505, 59 NE 2d 605, where the court held it was a jury question 
as to what constituted sales made ‘‘on said premises’’ in the contemplation of the ies where bank deposits were 
made to the account of the business operated on the leased premises by other divisions of the lessee’s bsiness, 
located elsewhere, from which deliveries were made on orders received at the leased premises, and Mutual Life Ins. 
v. Tailored Women, Inc., Infra note 24, where the court held that sales of furs made by employees working in the 
leased premises should be included in computing rentals, where the fur department was located off the leased 
premises. 

‘ 26. onal Life Insurance Co. v. Tailored Women, Inc., 123 N.Y. Supp. 349, App. 126 NYS 2d 573, 283 
pp. Div. % 

35. Cissna Loan Co. v. Baron, (1928) 149 Wash. 386, 270 Pac. 1022. The court placed great stress on the 
lease definition of the income base which was a percentage of gross sales “‘of the said department store business 
conducted—by the (lessee) in said building.” It was thought that “business” was the controlling word and since 
the lessee conducted only one business all sales should be included when computing rentals. 

26. Lawrence Barker, Inc. v. Briggs, (1952) 39 Cal. 2d 654, 248 P. 2d 897. 
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sonnel to repair and maintain the merchandise sold. Often these repairs or services are 
made at the home of the purchaser. The question arises as to whether or not these 
transactions are sufficiently connected with the leased premises to be included in the 
income base for rental calculations. A suggested lease provision would partially define 
the income base as “all charges made for services performed or rendered in, on, or 
through the use of, or on orders placed at the leased premises, or in connection with any 
business conducted thereon.” 

The following highly inclusive clause is suggested for use as a definition for the in- 
come base or “rental sales.” 

The term “gross sales” for the purpose of this lease shall include the total sum in 
dollars of the total selling price of any merchandise sold, whether for cash or other- 
wise, plus all other receipts from the sale of merchandise without any exclusions 
whatever except as may be expressly — herein, from any business conducted 
in whole or in part, or upon any orders placed at, or completed by delivery from, 
on, or through the use of the hereinbefore described premises, and shall include 
charges for all services performed or rendered in, on, or through the use of, or on 
orders placed at, the said described premises or in connection with any business 
conducted thereon, and shall include all other income and proceeds from or inci- 
dental to any business conducted in whole or in part in, on, or through the use of 
the said described premises without any exclusions whatever except as are expressly 
permitted herein. 


This clause may be followed with a clause listing whatever items the parties desire to 
exclude, which items will necessarily depend on the type of business contemplated. 

C. At what intervals should the percentage rentals be computed and paid? 

Most percentage leases provide that the fixed minimum rental is to be paid monthly 
in advance. The time for paying the percentage rental may vary from once a month to 
annually. In a lease providing for a fixed monthly rental plus a percentage on “all 
monthly sales over $.........-..-.------ ” the result might be unfair to the tenant. 

Assume for example a lease providing for a fixed monthly rental of $150.00 payable 
in advance plus 5% of all monthly gross receipts in excess of $3000.00. Assuming the 
following monthly receipts and calculating and paying the rent monthly, the total rent 
paid for three months would be as follows: 











Excess 
Over Min. Total 
Receipts $3,000 Rental % Rental Rental 
1st month ............ 2 een nna $150 
2nd month............ 5,000 $2,000 150 2000 x.05 — $100 250 
3rd month............ 4,500 1,500 150 1500x.05 = 75 225 
-. $12,000 $3,500 $450 $175 $625 


Whereas if the percentage rent were based on the average monthly receipts over 
$3000.00, calculated and paid quarterly, the total rent due would be less. Thus for the 
same figures: 

$12,000 —- 3 — $4000.00/mo. average receipts 
Fixed rent for the 3 months paid monthly in advance $450.00 
Percentage rent due at the end of the quarter ($4000-3000) x .05x3 — 150.00 


Total rent due. $600.00 
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This results from the fact that in the second calculation the lessee is able to offset his 
bad months against the good months in averaging the sales over the quarter. 


On the other hand a lease providing for annual calculations and payments of the per- 
centage rent “on gross annual sales over $.................... ” is unfair to the landlord in that 
the lessee has funds throughout the year that actually belong to the landlord, and it puts 
the risk of continued success of the business on the landlord, to the extent of the amount 
of rental accumulated. 


A compromise can be worked out by providing for monthly computations and pay- 
ments, with quarterly adjustments between the parties based on monthly averages to date 
of adjustment. Thus in the first calculation of the example above, the landlord would 
repay the tenant $25 at the end of the first quarter. Using this method neither party 
would be holding funds belonging to the other for more than a three-month period, and 
the tenant has the advantage of averaging sales throughout the year. Other variations 
would be quarterly payments with adjustments at the end of each quarter or quarterly 
payments with adjustments at the end of the year.?7 


In connection with this problem is the question of accounting practices and submission 
of periodic reports for the landlord’s inspection. The accounting method regularly used 
by the tenant should be utilized in so far as it is consistent with good accounting prac- 
tice. Periodic audits by a certified public accountant will help assure proper reporting, 
and records and accounts should be kept for a period of time for the landlord's inspection. 


The question of waiver and practical construction presents itself when the landlord 
fails to closely scrutinize the periodic reports submitted, and accepts rent incorrectly 
computed on the basis of these accounts for a period of time. Consequently it is common 
practice for clauses designed to prevent such a waiver to be inserted in the lease. Two 
suggested clauses are: 


“Acceptance by the lessor of any sums paid as rent shall not operate as a waiver 
of the lessor’s right to enforce payment of such other sums as shall be due for rent, 
either past or future, nor shall the fact that such sums paid as rental are based on 
accounts rendered to the lessor for inspection operate as an admission that such 
accounts constitute the proper interpretation of any of the terms of this lease.” 


Or a more restrictive clause—“The acceptance by the lessor of any money paid 
to the lessor as additional rental for the hereinbefore described premises as shown 
by any statement furnished by the lessee shall not be an admission of the accuracy 
of said statement, but lessor shall be entitled at any time within three years after 
receipt of any such additional rental payment to question the accuracy of said state- 
ment. For this purpose the lessee shall keep all records for three years and upon 
request make them available to the lessor for inspection at a reasoanble time.” 


Where such non-waiver clauses have been considered by the courts they have been 
upheld.28 They are usually inserted in a lease clause along with the general non-waiver 
clause which is designed to prevent past breaches of lease covenants from operating as 





27. For cases ng language i ae payment periods see Gluck v. Commercial Merchants 
Nat'l Bank & Trust Co. ymin OST cit) % a £o4 287, aff'd (CA Och) 181 1 F 2d 773; Zu Zee Land > Ne 
v. United Cigar-Whelan Stores Corp., . 273 Poh PR Di iv. 698, 79 NYS 2d 49, Aff'd 300 NY 522, 89 NE 
2d 249; City Hotel Co. v. Aumont’ Hocl Co., 2d 10°4, (to. >. Ap; g Atk and although n 
pertinent to the decision the court calls attention 3 the faulty language used » heel ©. Solomon, 259 Ala. 482, 
67 So. 2d 31, 38 ALR 2d 1100. 


28. Am. Law of Property, Vol. 1 p. 383. 
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a waiver of the right ot the lessor to assert a forfeiture for continued or future breaches 
of the same type.?9 


D. Sublease and Assignment. 


“An exception to the rule of free transferability of leasehold interests is frequently 
made in the case of leases in which the rent is reserved in terms of a fraction or per- 
centage of the lessee’s production, profits or sales.* It is said that the lease is personal 
and that there is no right to transfer the leasehold interest where there is a relation of 
trust and confidence. The courts, however, find such a relation only where the lessor’s 
compensation depends upon the skill of the lessee>.”3° 


Thus in the absence of a specific clause bearing on the subject the courts will some- 
times imply a provision that the lease cannot be assigned or the premises sublet without 
the consent of the lessor.41 And where an arrangement between a general department 
store and one who conducted a millinery department in the store was held to be not 
strictly a landlord and tenant relationship, the court, nevertheless, recognizing the 
similarity of the arrangement to a percentage lease held that a confidential relationship 
existed and that the lessee could not assign without the consent of the lessor.32 And 
where the lease expressly provided that the lessee could sublet portions of the premises 
the court restricted the meaning of the clause to include only minor concessions and did 
not include the right to sublet any portion which might deprive the lessor of a major 
past of the percentage rentals.43 In considering a lease which provided that a portion 
of the premises could be sublet with rentals at a fixed figure or a percentage of all 
business done in that portion, but imposed no obligation to pay rental when this portion 
was not sublet, the court held that the lessee was not required to accept a subtenant 
who was not financially responsible, but could be held for rentals upon refusal to accept 
a responsible party as subtenant.>4 But where the lease is for a long term and there is 
a substantial minimum rental, the fact that it was a percentage lease did not make it a 
personal undertaking so as to require the consent of the lessor before assignment.>> And 
it was held that a limitation in a subleasing clause which permitted subleasing provided 
that the subtenant “may not conduct any business that conflicts with the business of the 
other tenants,” such being the only restriction on the use of the premises, the subtenant 
could operate a gift shop since it did not conflict with the business of any other 
tenant.36 


It is suggested that the parties should include a provision in the lease either granting 
or withholding the right to assign and/or to sublease. A provision prohibiting assign- 
ment does not conflict with one permitting subleasing, and vice versa. The parties 
should also keep in mind the difficulties that might arise in computing rentals, as dis- 
cussed herein in a prior section. 





29. For the courts’ treatment non-waiver clauses in general u Co. v. City of 
Hartford, 114 Conn. * 531 159 “af 346; Vintaloro v. Poppas * ew ll. 115, tf ONE vit Avenue P. 
v. Wil-Low Cafeterias Inc, 95 Fed. 2d. 306, 115 9 1184 

ein’ Quoted from "American Law of P: 295, Vol. and the following cases are cited in sup- 

Gn ©. Asela Commie & Ge. 65 Food 444, Marcdlle ten. Sol & S. Marcus Marcus Co., 


wt thereof: (a) Gerould 
4 Mass. 469, 175 NE 83 74 ALR 1012 Naussau Hotel Co. * Parnett & Barsc Corp., 147 N.Y. Supp. 283. 


(b) McFadden-Deauville Hotel, Inc. v. Murrell OF), ie + 537. 
31. Wm. Bertrand Realty Co. v. Hahne & Co., (1953) 2 4 tA 477, 98 A 2d. 124. 
32. Gerould Co. v. Arnold Constable a (1933) Coan) upra note 30(a). 
33. Garden Suburbs Go oer Os " leary Supra wae <20)- 
34. Wommack v, Mache 139 ye 204 P. 2d 2d 5 


13. 
35. McFadden-Deauville Hotei, Inc. v. ti 1938) (CA Sth Fla.) see note 30(b) supra; see also Hoops 
v. Tate, 104 Cal. App. 2d 486. 
36. Ridgefield Investors, Inc. v. Mae Ellen, Inc., (1952) (Fla.), 57 So. 2d 842. 
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E. Other convenants and conditions. 


1. The obligation to use or occupy the premises. The law of implied obligation which 
for a long time has been read into ordinary oil and gas leases, has been utilized to a 
lesser degree in percentage leases. Since the rent depends upon the use of the premises 

- by the tenant, and his skill in making the fullest effective use of them, the courts have 
not hesitated, in a proper case, to imply an obligation of reasonable use.37 Although not 
a percentage lease, the Kansas case of Asling v. McAllister-Fitzgerald Lumber Company, 
120 Kan. 455, is a case where the lessor sued for cancellation on the ground that the 
tenant was making no use whatsoever of the premises with the result that che property 
was deteriorating and insurance could not be obtained. In considering the case on demur- 
rer the court held that the lessor had stated a cause of action, and indicated that forfei- 
ture would be a proper remedy for breach of the implied duty to use the premises. Two 
justices concurred specially on the ground that the lessor had stated a cause of action for 
waste, but could not agree that the lessee was under any duty to use the premises, in the 
absence of waste. The general rule in ordinary leases seems to be that apart from liabil- 
ity for waste the tenant is under no obligation, in the absence of specific provision there- 
fore, to occupy or use the premises or to continue to operate a business conducted 
thereon.38 


In percentage leases the tenant is given greater leeway with respect to occupancy and 
use where the minimum rent constitutes a fair return on the property. Thus an implied 
covenant to operate throughout the term was imposed against the lessee where a per- 
centage lease provided that the lessee should use his “best efforts to obtain and maintain 
the highest volume of business on the premises,” not withstanding a guaranteed minimum 
and the common law rule of ordinary leases to the contrary.3? And where a lease which 
required the premises to be occupied for “sale and storage of general merchandise” and 
provided for a minimum rental plus a percentage of gross sales was construed, the court 
implied a covenant that the lessee would use the premises for retail selling during the 
term. The court awarded judgment to the lessor for the stipulated damages provided 
for in the lease, when the lessee discontinued selling from the premises and used them 
only for storage, the court noting that the fixed minimum rent was only nominal.4° And 
under a lease of a race track providing for a base rental plus a percentage of receipts the 
court required the lessee to hold races on the premises where the provisions of the lease 
indicated the parties intended such an obligation, and the lessee’s obligation was held not 
to be limited to the payment of the base rental.4! And where the provisions of a lease 
stipulated a rent based in part on a percentage of gross receipts and if for any year the 
receipts fall below a certain minimum, the lessor had the right to cancel, the court 
implied a covenant that the lessee should not do anything tending to reduce such receipts 
to a point requiring cancellation.4* An implied covenant to operate a drug store in the 





37. The lessee is e is given greater leeway with respect to use and occupancy and conduct of the business where 
= is a substantial fixed minimum rent that constitutes the greater portion of the lessor’s return. 170 A.L.R. 
38. 46 A.L.R. 1134; Am. Law of P: , Vol. 1, p. 256, and cases cited therein; this rule was quoted and 
followed in Jenkins v. Rose 5, 10, & 25 MY i938) 213 N. C. 606, 1°97 SE 174, where the court was con- 
sidering a percentage lease agreement - which. for 3 previous years under a similar agreement there had only been 
2 nominal amount of rent “4 over the fixed minimum 
ny qremts Sptmsing, v. Bessemer P ies, (1942) 150 Fla. 132, 7 So. 2d 342. 

Lippman Sears R ‘puck SE So, 44 2d 136, 280 P 2d 775; see also Orkins Fashion Stores v. S. H. 

Kres & (1947) 68 NYS 2 


41. Fox v. Fox Valley Trotine Club. (IIL) 134 NE 2d 
42. Goldberg 168-05 Corp. v. Levy, (1939) 256 App. De 1086, 11 N.Y.S. 2d 315. 


ne 
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usual and customary manner in which stores of the kind in the community were oper- 
ated was imposed against the lessee where the lease fixed the rental at a specified per- 
centage of the business done, but contained no provision with respect to the manner of 
operation of the business, and it was further held that the lessee could not depart from 
these standards in order to reduce losses which he claimed to be suffering.43 And an 
implied obligation not to depart from the high standard of business practice customary 
for the lessee was imposed where the lessee was charged with having willfully violated 
the implied obligation by changing the character of the business from a highclass and 
fashionable shoe store to a low order of business conducting continuous close out sales 
of cheap brand shoes and slow movers brought in from other stores of the lessee.44 On 
appeal, the court conceded that the lessee was under no obligation to suffer heavy finan- 
cial losses if such would result from such continued operation, but held that the evidence 
did not sustain this theory and affirmed.4> 


On the other hand the courts have refused to imply covenants, especially where there 
is a high fixed minimum rent that constitutes a fair return and the additional percentage 
rent is more in the nature of a bonus to the lessor. Thus the court has refused to imply 
a covenant that the lessee will use the premises for business for the entire term,4® and 
there was no implied covenant which would prevent the lessee from transferring the 
higher priced merchandise sold in its women’s and children’s wear store to newly con- 
structed premises acquired across the street and transforming the business on the leased 
premises to a “budget shop” carrying lower priced articles;4” and where the lease pro- 
vided for the leased premises to be used for “the business of washing and cleaning auto- 
mobiles—and for no other purpose” there was no implied covenant to continue in the 
business, even though its discontinuance resulted in reduction of the lessor’s rent.48 In 
the case of Percoff v. Soloman,*? the court, distinguishing between those cases providing 
for only a nominal rental sum or no minimum at all, and those with a substantial mini- 
mum, refused to imply a covenant requiring a tenant to conduct the business with 
diligence for the mutual benefit of both parties and in such a manner as: to produce a 
maximum rent. In the same case the court refused to imply a covenant prohibiting the 
lessee from conducting a completing business in the immediate vicinity of the leased 
premises, thereby reducing the rent potential.5° And where the premises were leased 
to four parties who were to conduot a business thereon it was held there was no implied 
covenant that all four of them would continue to operate the business.°! In construing 
a lease which provided for use for conducting a retail store “and not otherwise” the 
court held that the tenant was under no duty to conduct a business on the premises and 





43. Marvin Drug Co. v. Couch, (1939) (Tex.) 134 S.W. 2d 356. Where the lessee reduced business hours 
below the customary number while maintaining the usual hours in other stores he owned. 

44. Selbar Bros. v. Newstadts Shoe Stores, (1940) 194 La. 654, 194 So. 579. 

& sn ae 203 4 316, 14 So. 2d 10. 

Jen v. Rose, 5, 10, & 25 —, (1938) supra note (38); Cousins Investment Co. v. Hastings Clothing 

Con wetyin) "45. ‘Cal. App. ro) 141, 113 P. 2d 878. 

47. Wm. Bertrand Realty Co. v. Hahne & .<. (3953) 26 ., Super 477, 98 A 2d 124. But adverse business 
conditions will not serve as an excuse for c ~~ 4 the character of the business in a way calculated to reduce the 
lessor’s percentage rent. Marvin Drug Co. v. Couch, supra note 43. 


48. Dickey v. Philadelphia Minit-Man Corp., (1954) (Pa.), 105 A. 2d 580. 


PS 04d 204. 259 Ala. 482, 67 So. 31, 38 A.L.R. 1100; see also Hicks v. Whelan Drug Co., 131 Cal. App. 2d 


50. Ibid.; Percoff v. Soloman; see also Masciotra v. Harlow, 105 Cal. App. 2d. 376, 233 P 2d 586. 
51. Hoops v. Tate, 104 Cal. App. 2d. 486, 231 P. 2d 560. 
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was not liable for rentals based on a percentage of gross receipts which would have been 
received had the business been conducted.>? 


From the foregoing cases it can be seen that there is no settled rule of law implying 
any particular covenants in a percentage lease. For this reason it would be good plan- 
ning to specify the rights of the parties in the following areas: 


1. Obligations of the tenant 
(a) To use and occupy the premises during the entire term. 


(b) To make diligent use of the premises in conducting the business contemplated 
in a manner which will yield the maximum rent. 


(c) To refrain from diverting sales to other premises in such a manner as to 
reduce rentals. 


(d) To refrain from operating a competing business in the nearby vicinity so as 
to reduce rent potential. 


(e) To refrain from changing the character of the business in such a way as to 
_ materially reduce rental. 


2. Obligations of the landlord 


(a) To refrain from renting space in the nearby vicinity to others in the same 
business. 


(b) To refrain from operating a competing business himself in the nearby 
vicinity. 
In connection with covenants by the landlord not to compete see the Kansas case of 
Du Coin v. Morris, 177 Kan. 158, which was a shopping center lease, although not a 
percentage lease. 


The lack of other Kansas citations results from the inability of the author to uncover 
any cases bearing on percentage leases and it is felt that this type of lease is “sus generis” 
rendering analogy with other types of lease agreements or cases of doubtful value. 


52. Weil v..Ann Lewis Shops, Inc., 281 S.W. 2d 657. 
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Herb Wilson told me the probate judges 
had a meeting in Topeka Friday, June 14. 
The purpose was a discussion of the new 
juvenile code. Herb said about 80 were 
in attendance. Pretty big turnout for the 
probate judges of Kansas—they do better 
than the Bar does. 


Harold Chase also gave me due “notice” 
the Northwest Bar would meet in Salina 
next spring, and I should be on hand. I 
imagine Salina will have more than the 
usual crowd—in addition to a good many 
ladies who will come down with the male 
members. We should, to conform to the 
usual lawyer hospitality, plan something 
for the women. 

Drew Hartnett entered a hospital in Sa- 
lina for a gallstone operation on June 20. 
Drew can probably worry along on a little 
less than the normal gall and do about as 
well. Anyhow, Drew, speedy up and at 
‘em again. 

I had lunch with the Salina Bar Thurs- 
day, June 20. Someone bought my lunch 
—I couldn’t find out who—but many 
thanks for the hospitality. I'll come again 
some other day. 


I had a good visit with Ralph Knittle. 
The little guy told me he was 76 coming 
up. He was as witty and as chipper as 
ever—and this I did see and can vouch 
for, 43 years of law practice that I know 


about. I hope he gets 43 years more. It 
was nice to visit with him. 

Dan J. Skubitz, a recent addition to the 
Wichita Bar, is ensconced with McClellan, 
Michaud and Robbins, with offices in the 
Beacon Building. 

Bob Walker is another army releasee— 
after some three years with the Uncle—and 
is with Gilchrist and Buck in the Beacon 
Building in Wichita. Bob spent his army 
time in Bavaria, Germany. Said he liked 
it so well he debated whether or not to 
stay. 

Goodwin and Goodwin—father and son 
team—have moved from the Insurance 
Building to the new part of the Fourth 
National, one of these new modern offices. 
A very nifty outfit. 

The attorney general’s office, under John 
Anderson, has just acquired a new assistant 
attorney general in the person of Lew 
Hasty, formerly, or presently, of Wichita. 
Lew is with the A.B.C, I think in Jim 
Galle’s place. Jim, as this is written, is 
still confined with the recent heart attack 
he suffered. This, I know, stopped Jim's 
trip to Europe, where he planned to spend 
a year, taking his own car and touring the 
continent. 


Stan Smith—P.K.’s son—is now in the 
office with his father, the firm being 
Smith and McMasters, with offices in the 
Brown Building. This since June. 

Max Hamilton is moving from the In- 
surance Building in Wichita to the new 
Fourth National. Max has a client in the 
Fourth, and he finds it expedient to be 
near the client. This breaks up the firm 
of Kagey, Hamilton and Eales. I think 
Lloyd Kagey and Max Hamilton went to- 
gether when Charlie Kagey, Lloyd's father, 
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died some 15 years ago. This was the 
continuation of the old Kagey-Hamilton 
office in Beloit when the fathers officed 
together, before either Max or Lloyd were 
admitted. Incidentally, the Kagey-Eales 
firm will continue. 

Dan Moyer and Ronald McEnulty are 
moving upstairs in the Fourth National in 
the suite vacated by Goodwin and Good- 
win. 

Bob Thiessen was elected state president 
of the Junior Bar, and Dick Holmes was 
elected president of the Junior Wichita 
Bar. Both attended the national conven- 
tion in New York—I think in June. 

Smith, Shay and Wetta of Wichita men- 
tioned a new boy—but, darn it, I mis- 
placed the guy’s name. I'll do better in the 
next issue. 

Paul Smith is vacationing in New York 
state at the moment. Paul is up at my 
plant renewing acquaintenances. Paul 
worked in our editorial department for sev- 
eral years before going to Wichita. 

I know the Bar join me in sending con- 
dolences to Rupe Martin in the loss of his 
wife. She died at the home in Lyons the 
last week in July. I am sorry, Rupe. 

Bob Freeman has moved into an office 
in the Insurance Building with a sign on 
the door “Severance Tax Director.” Bob 
left Bill Attwater’s office to take the state 
job. Charlie Holmes, the boy who has 
directed the anti-severance tax battle for 
the independent oil operators in the state 
of Kansas for these many years—and has 
done a bang-up job of it—has an office 
right under Bob on the floor below. Looks 
like Bob has an eye on Charlie at the 
moment. 

Don Stoher is another new boy in Wich- 
ita, in with Bever, Dye, Belin and Mus- 
tard. How they grow—it isn't too many 
years ago Ellis was alone and Jim was 
working both sides of the street in Ottawa. 

Judge Mitchell died in Mankato at his 
farm home last October. This missed me. I 
didn’t know until I inquired of Don in 
Wichita the other day. The judge went 
on the court by appointment of Henry 
J. Allen, taking the place of Judge Pickler 
of Smith Center. jel Pickler was one of 
the old school, who really “held court.” 
Judge Mitchell had over 30 years on the 
bench. . 
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Wilbur Geeding and Dean Matthew are 
sharing an office as of September 1 in the 
Beacon Building, Wichita. This is not a 
partnership, just an office arrangement. 

Roy McCue has gone back to 401 
Columbian Building—he says forever and 
from now on, no more politics for him. 
Roy just came down from the tax com- 
mission. I know he just got in in time. 
Les Goodell’s being busy with a commis- 
sioner job leaves Roy and Mike Casey to 
do the work, and Maggie McGurnaghan 
to supervise them. 

I got a postal from Clayt Brenner. Clayt 
is one of the boys who really vacations 
when he starts—last year the Hawaiian 
Islands, now the card is postmarked An- 
chorage, Alaska. He says gas is 50 cents 
to 60 cents a gallon, and the cemperature 
in the 50’s. He has seen no gold nor law 


‘business. Have a good time while you are 


there, but I wouldn’t go back if I were 
you. Thanks for the card. 

Sam Jackson has just come out after 
three years with the air force JAG. He 
completed his training at Maxwell Air 
Base in Alabama. He is with Scott, Scott 
and Scott, with offices on the Avenue in 
Topeka. 

Prentice Townsend has redone his office 
—new bookshelves, air conditioning, and 
a general overhauling. He, too, is going 
uptown. The old goes out and the new 
comes in. Prentice, I think, is getting 
ready for a son to come in and show him 
how to practice law. Don’t be too sur- 
prised, he may do it—these kids learn fast. 

Bill Clement is with the Harper-Horn- 
baker firm in Junction City— this as of 
the June examination. I got a family por- 
trait of the group—father, mother and 
son, sent to me by the Junction City 
“Union.” If the boy is as legal as he is 
photogenic, it will sure be something. 


Bill Pendleton has opened an office in 
the Jayhawk Theater Building in Law- 
rence. The write-up I on him gives 
him a Korean war record. Anyone getting 
through World War II and surviving 
shouldn't have to practice law to make a 
living—the army service was tedious 
enough. 

Walt Kennedy is with Hall-Coutts in 
El Dorado, holding down while the 
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younger member of the Coutts and Coutts 
firm does a hitch in the service. 

I think there were 81 grads in the last 
class. More have opened up or gone in 
with someone to actually practice than any 
other class I can remember in recent years. 

Mrs. Johnson, the very obliging little 
lady at the law school in Topeka, told me 
Stan Issinghoff and Bill Hainline have de- 
cided to open a branch office at Ellis. 
Stan and Bill are in together at Wakeeney. 
Stan is present county attorney. 

Jim Cashion of Kansas City, Kansas, 
takes on a boy in the person of F. K. Cross, 
Jr. I guess Fred, being a home-town boy 
and a life-long resident of Wyandotte, 
needs no introduction to the Wyandotte 
Bar. 


Frank Hylton is now associated with 
Tweed Ross at Beloit. Frank is an Ar- 
kansas City boy, and a Washburn grad- 
uate of the last class. 

Walter R. Lethem, Jr., recently of Wich- 
ita, has been appointed general attorney 
for Standard of Indiana, in the new build- 
ing at Armour and Warwick in Kansas 
City, Missouri. This move came suddenly. 
I think Jess Childers is still in charge. I 
am not clear whether Jess does legal work, 
or directs the office generally, in an execu- 
tive capacity. 

Another old firm in Emporia was done 
over—Beck, Mellinger and Atherton. Jack 
has just been taken in and the new firm 
announced. 

The K. U. grads after September 1 
won't know the old law school. The lobby 
floor is being rearranged, and a string of 
offices are being partitioned in. The little 
theater is being made into a moot court 
room. The faculty has a couple of new 
men added, and will consist of the follow- 
ing: Slough, Oldfather, Scott, Tupy, Hop- 
son, Shurtz, Logan, Kelly and Wilson. As 
I have reported, Paul Wilson goes in from 
the attorney general's office. 

Mike Saltzer has opened up strictly on 
one client. He is tax attorney for the 
Kansas City Light and Power, with offices 
still semi-connected with the Spencer-Britt 
firm in the building at 14th and Baltimore. 

LeRoy Bradfield has left the Small Com- 
pany successor, and has an office over in 
the Continental Building on East Tenth 
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Street. He is, however, still living on the 
Kansas side. 

Charlie Harris and Orval Kaufman ‘go 
into the Depew, Stanley, Weigand, Hook 
and Curfman firm in Wichita as partners 
as of July 1—a couple of good boys in a 
good firm. 

Jack Dalton of Jetmore announces a 
new location, a move from the suburban 
to the urban. Jack has been officing out 
on O. A. Wilson’s farm since Wilson's 
death. I think Walt Stuckemann bought 
the place, office included, and moved out. 
Jack moved into the Olson Building, off 
the town square. 

Hank Daniels takes over the new divi- 
sion created by the last legislature called 
the Driver Responsibility Law. I am not 
tco sure what the duties entail, other than 
what the title suggests. At any rate, Hank 
is in his own office in the new building. 

Henry Herrman is the new boy in the 
Boyer, Hondros, Donaldson firm in Wich- 
ita. He went in after the remodeling had 
been completed, escaping all the moving, 
etc. The new offices are strictly modern, 
and pretty much uptown. Henry stems 
from the Western Kansas grass roots, and 
grew up on an Ellis county creek with his 
father, who is renowned in Hays as a 
fisherman. 

Tom Evans quit the attorney general’s 
office in Topeka and is building houses 
under some contracting arrangement. Any- 
how, he has quit the law. His place is be- 
ing taken by Fred Six, a 1956 K. U. boy. 

Bill Kahrs of the Kahrs-Nelson firm has 
been appointed to, or inducted into, the 
college of trial lawyers. Bill has wowed 
the citizens of Wichita with a $100 Stet- 
son hat some client gave him—I haven't 
seen the hat recently. 

Fred Bayless of Fort Scott died July 6. 
C. W. Ryan of Wathena also died, I think 
the latter part of July. Judge Ryan had 
several years on the bench of the district 
in which he lived until he was taken out 
by John Gernon. 

The Bourbon County Bar had a testi- 
monial dinner for Judge Walt Huxman the 
middle of June. Sorry I didn’t know this 
—I would have enjoyed Doug Hudson's 
remarks, as well as being glad to see the 
Southeast Kansas Bar. 

Bob Wilson of Meade resigned as county 
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attorney of Meade county and moved to 
Topeka to take a state job. Bradley Post, 
a local boy who had previously gone in 
with Gould and Gould of Dodge City, left 
Dodge City to come back home and take 
over in Bob’s office, as well as the dutics 
of county attorney. 

Elwaine Pomeroy has joined up with 
Garlinghouse, Shaw and Hergenreter of 
Topeka. This is a move of some six months 
ago—lI am late in getting it down in print. 
Anyhow, good luck. 

Howard Payne of Olathe is one of the 
Bar's best gentlemen farmers. Howard had 
a cow that calved one week end. Being 
overly interested in seeing the calf, How- 
ard either got too close or the mother mis- 
understood—anyhow, Howard landed in 
the hospital with a broken wrist and 
badly shaken up. I think he is out now and 
back on the job. 


Jack and Bob Bond of El Dorado have 
moved to a new location from the First 
National Bank. I seem to have a recol- 
lection of Jack’s saying something about 
the Elreco Oil wanting the space they had. 
The move is probably the smart thing to 
do—it gives them a ground floor location 
in a newly remodeled building of their 
own design. 

Jim Scoville has moved from Topeka to 
Osage City—as he says in his letter to me, 
lock, stock and barrel. The letter went un- 
answered, not from neglect, Jim, but for 
the reason I have had no Kansas Reports. 
I will drop in shortly and see your new 
setup. 

Jim Hope and Tom Cunningham are 
officing in the Rooney and Rooney suite 
in the New England Building in Topeka. 
Jim Hope is still connected with the city 
attorney's office, and Tom was with the 
turnpike. I think that job finished up. 

Bill Gray of Topeka has been appointed 
to the board of regents of Washburn Uni- 
versity as of sometime in June. 

G. E. Hays opened an office in Wichita 
at 1106 Cleveland. He was originally from 
Lincoln, Nebraska, went to school in Kan- 
sas City, spent three years in the air force, 
then graduated from Washburn in January 
of this year. 

Jack Shuss has a new location in Par- 
sons. I think Jack still carries the firm 
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name of Bohannon and Shuss. He is mov- 
ing over to the Kimball Building. 

Bowers, Bowers and Bowers of Ottawa 
have a ground floor location across the 
street from the old bank building where 
the senator officed ever since I can ‘re- 
member—and that goes way back. The 
bank has redone the inside and outside. 
Basil Kelsey stayed through the whole re- 
modeling job—and will remain. Bowers’ 
I think will not go back. Ottawa has a 
new corner building on the main cross 
street of the town. 

Bob Nicholson has moved to a new job 
in Kansas City with the Small Business 
Administration, with an office in the Fed- 
eral Building, along with Bill Pringle, 
under Cy Moyer, who is the head of the 
office in the Kansas City distriot. 

Shawver and Shawver have a new ground 
floor office in Paola—a new building, sort 
of an arcade affair. They occupy one side 
of the floor. It looks like it would be 
convenient. 

Gene Davis is with the A.B.C. as attor- 
ney for Director Murphy as of some 90 
days ago. With Jim Galle out, Gene has 
been doing double duty. 


Lee Weeks of Kansas City, in a hurry 
to go fishing up at Bill Benton’s camp in 
Minnesota, had an automobile wreck on 
the way up which busted him up pretty 
much, and smashed up the car consider- 
ably. A priest came along in his car, 
stopped, and proffered aid. Lee said, 
“Father, I am a protestant, but I'll be just 
as appreciative as one of your faith.” I 
guess the padre was a real help. Anyhow. 
Lee is all right now. 

Charlie Gallup is another new boy in 
Kansas City, Kansas. So many of them 
have come down, and so many are leaving 
the service, I may have lost this boy. I 
think he is in with Stanley, Stanley, Schroe- 
der, Weeks and Thomas. 


Steve Dolinar sent out a postal card an- 
nouncement of a picnic June 29 at Wyan- 
dotte County Lake. Steve, being secretary, 
deemed it his duty to inform the Bar there 
was money in the creasury—the problem, 
did the Bar pay as they went, or did the 
money come out of the treasury. I haven't 
heard or seen the results, but I bet I can 
guess how the vote went. Anyhow, the 
Wyandotte County Bar had a picnic. 
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Bryan Hoffman of Salina got piled up in 
a hospital the first two weeks of May. 
I didn’t learn what the occasion was— 
only that he was high and dry for some 
six weeks. He is out now, and back again 
on the job. 

Joe Crowther has moved in with Horace 
Santry, taking over the office vacated by 
John Young, who went on the court after 
Lon Buzick’s death. 

Herbert K. Dodd and Robert W. Kaplan 
are associated with Harry Gillig of Wich- 
ita. The boys are Washburn graduates of 
1955 and 1956. 

Bob Dauffenback and Les Holloway an- 
nounce the formation of a partnership with 
offices located at 530 N. Market, Wichita. 
This is a partnership formed after several 
years of office association. 

About 50 lawyers attended the K.A.P.A. 
air crash law institute held at Wichita 
University in June. I didn’t make it, but 
those who did said the speakers did justice 
to the subject. 

Judge Clark Wallace and S. S. Alex- 
ander, with their wives, left Kingman one 
morning early, in the rain, to drive to 
Lawrence, Clark to attend his 45th anni- 
versary, and Alex to attend his 50th. They 
took a short cut from Kingman south of 
Wichita to miss Wichita traffic, picking 
up the turnpike on East Kellog. While 
driving over the short cut, an oil trans- 
pore disregarded the stop sign and pulled 
out ahead of Alex, causing him to hit the 
truck broadside. All four passengers were 
badly injured. Mrs. Alexander died a few 
days after the accident, and Mrs. Wallace 
is still in a brace of some sort. Alex, while 
out, goes around on a crutch, and Clark, 
as this is written, is in a wheel chair. By 
the time this goes to print, I hope all are 
completely restored. 

Bob Moreau of Augusta had 112 vol- 
umes of Kansas Reports. About ten vol- 
umes through the run are missing. Bob 
said he would sell for $75. Anyone in- 
terested, get in touch with Bob. 

Terry O’Keefe has come back to Atchi- 
son to join his father’s law firm; O'Keefe, 
Root, McKelvy, and O’Keefe. This, I think, 
is very recent. Terry just served the usuat 
hich in J.AG. of the third armored divi- 
- sion, stationed somewhere in Germany. 
Judge Carl Ackarman is confined to a 
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hospital in Ponca City as this is written, 
going down from Sedan about June 1. He 
was expected home about June 21. From 
what I hear, the judge is doing pretty well. 

Gene Fields of Dighton is in the K. U. 
Medical Center undergoing surgery. | 
guess it has not been too pleasant. Gene 
has had somewhat of a bad time. 

Chuck Fleming of Scott City, someone 
said, is still not able to be up and around 
as usual. Chuck had a heart attack earlier 
in the year. 

John Etling was confined home with an 
ulcerated tooth. I don’t imagine the ail- 
ment helped John’s feelings any. 

Jerry Wilson of Kinsley was fishing on 
the Gunnison River in Colorado for a 
week or ten days the last of June. 

Judge Lorin Peters of Ness City has 
gone to Colorado, where he goes every 
summer. Judge Peters put on a pageant 
of Ness county just before he left. All who 
saw the reenactment of the early days pro- 
nounced it a success—in fact, the judge is 
an unreconstructed pioneer himself. 

Tom Smyth said Andy Schoeppel had 
termites in the foundation of his building 
in Ness City. Had Andy been around, and 
could have heard me, I could think of 
several remarks I might have passed—all 
complimentary, of course. 

Charlie Stewart, a new boy in Grain- 
field, a K. U. grad of 1956, went home to 
show his wares to the home folks. He is 
at the office on the main street, all set up 
for business and, as far as I know, the 
only Democratic lawyer in western Kansas, 
outside of Penny Roulier of Colby. 

A couple of young fellows got together 
at Wakeeney to prove to the county two 
are always better chan one. Bill Hainline 
and the present county attorney opened up 
in partnership under the style of Hainline 
and Issinghoff. 

Jim Engle is closing shop at Ellis and 
going to Denver to line up in another line 
of business—could be he will go back to 
insurance adjustment. I hate to see Jim 
leave. He is always good company, and 
friendly to everyone he meets. 

Eric Smith commutes between Russell 
and Denver once a week to take care of 
a client who chose to move to Denver. 
He sort of likes the idea of being a travel- 


ing lawyer. 














HASH 


Gregory Herrman has come home to 
show Henry, his father, how to do it—the 
young man’s way. Anyhow, the new firm 
in Hays is Herrman and Herrman. Good 
luck to them! 

Ed Flood of Hays is getting to be a 
runner-arounder. He is touring Indiana, 
Illinois, and Ohio—particularly Waukegan, 
Illinois, this being the place of his birth. 
I bet they don’t look as good as Kansas 
does now. 

Bob Dole is going back east on a double 
convention date—the young Republicans 
in Washington, and the Kiwanis in At- 
lantic City. Bob hopes to make both in 
six days. This reminds me of Wash Lille- 
ston’s story of the cow poke from Texas, 
who rode the Hereford bull. 

Bob Earnest and Don Slechta of Russell 
have a new ground floor office on the 
main street of Russell. I know this will 
help them in the future. There is always 
a certain amount of walk-in business in 
a ground floor location. 

Norb Dreiling was away on vacation for 
a couple of weeks, leaving Hays on June 
19 


Del Haney of Hays left the same day 
for Minnesota, taking the Mrs. some 
chocolate candy, and the station wagon. 
George Scott elevated himself to police 
judge of Topeka recently. This is a part- 
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time job, which is very much to George's 
liking—gives him most of the day in the 
office. 

Craig Irwin of Topeka is building a new 
and modern office out at 1907 Gage in 
Topeka, ready for occupancy October 15. 
Craig is looking evel e the new build- 
ing with all the enthusiasm a new office 
provides. 

I reported Clarence Gideon had opened 
an office at 107 West Laurent in Topeka. 
I find chis is in North Topeka, just half a 
block off the main street. I do know 
Clarence—he was with the supreme court 
as a law clerk a couple of years. 

Harold Hughes is spending two weeks 
at Camp Funston or Fort Riley—I don’t 
know which—on reserve duty. Makes it 
handy for him—he comes home to Man- 
hattan each night. 

Jeff Robertson is going with Panhandle 
Eastern and moving to Kansas City, so the 
press reported as of Sunday, June 2. Jeff 
— around in quick order. Good luck, 
Jeff. 

Dave Clark, a Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
boy who soldiered at Fort Riley for a 
couple of years, liked the people of Man- 
hattan so well he decided to stay. He was 
looking for an office in Manhattan when 
I saw him last. I hope he finds one, and 
stays—good boy. 
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COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS 
1957—1958 
MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEES 


First DISTRICT 

































































F. C. Bannon, Chairman.......... Leavenworth John B. Pierson Ottawa 
Milton Sullivant ...................... Kansas City William Stillings -.---Atchison 
Joseph Swinehart .................... Kansas City Leo M. Rupat...................---+--- Leavenworth 
Ed Boddington, St................... Kansas City farl E. O'Connor Olathe 
Knowlton E. Carson................ Kansas City Cayton Brenner Olathe 
Robert B. Oyler Lawrence y p 
Michael E. Chalfant...................... Lawrence Karl B. Shawver, Jr Paola 
Robert A. Reeder Troy Stuart D. Mitchelson............. — Mission 
Chesser C Ingeleg :... Hiawatha Robert Bennett .................. Prairie Village 
SECOND DISTRICT 
Clayton M. Davis, Chairman .......... Topeka Donald G. Sands Holton 
William B. McElhenny.................... Topeka John Brookens .................... Westmoreland 
cf Topeka William Drumm ...................-..-------- Seneca 
William E. Haney............................ Topeka Victor Hergenreter Alma 
Robert Stone Johnson...................... Topeka Veva Light Ramskill.................. Burlingame 
Ernest N. Vickers Topeka William K. Waugh........................ Eskridge 
John K. Corkhill Topeka Charles S. Fisher, Jr................-.-.-.--- Topeka 
THIRD DISTRICT 
Joe F. Balch, Chairman.................- Chanute Robert O. Karr...........2..--..c-.-----0-0-0 Girard 
L. Robert Pennington.................... Chanute John F. O'Brien...................... Independence 
Charles D. Knapp....................-. Coffeyville Charles H Apt Sade 
Paul Armstrong Columbus 8 
Howard Hudson ..................-.---- Fort Scott William K. Ong ----Parsons 
Hoesty 1. Depew......................... Neodesha Charles H. Menghini.................... Pittsburg 
FouRTH DISTRICT 
Harry O. Janicke, Chairman........Winfield Noel Mullendore .........................--- Howard 
Be I saicrininncdncnsscartinncconsnsiiana Sedan : El Dorad 
Sy eee Emporia ane nee =" FI ae re 
Richard Mankin .......................-.-- Emporia Robert Bon nape 
TEED arseicicinssninesndosesceial Emporia Warren Andreas ......................-.- W infield 
FIFTH DISTRICT 
L. A. McNalley, Chairman......Minneapolis Charles I. Platt...................... Junction City 
TT: Manhattan John E. Wheeler..........................---- Marion 
John O'Donnell ... I RK Minneapolis 
Robert Royer .. Sai Abilene H.N. Eller... Salina 
a Belleville William M. Shaffer...................... Frankfort 
William B. Buechel .................... Concordia W.H. Alward.......................-...--+ Herington 
Rowland Edwards .....................- Waterville Dan H. Myers, Jr...............----.-- Wakefield 
George R. Lehmberg.................. McPherson E. W. Jernberg.................--------+++ Lindsborg 
A. C Bobelanan........................ Washington Kenneth V. Moses..................---- Marysville 
H. L. Sheppeard.......................1 Clay Center Marlin Brown .................... Council Grove 


SOE MIE eibectniincttinienciiocncincnts Lincoln D. M. Ward Peabody 
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SIXTH DISTRICT 
W. M. Ferguson, Chairman......Wellington George Stallwitz -.....................--+ Wichita 
Wendell Ready ........................ Wellington Fred A. Beaty........................- Wichita 
Herbert H. Sizemore...............--.---- Newton P. K. Smith Wichita 
5 Eade Ferd E. Evans, Jr Wichita 
Gerrit Wormhoudt ................-------- Wichita Robert Siefkin Wichita 
3 fae Caldwell W.D. Jochems Wichita 

SEVENTH DISTRICT 
Wesley E. Brown, Chairman....Hutchinson Jack Copeland St. John 
John Henry Lewis.....................- Hoisington Charles H. Stewart Kingman 
G. I. Robinson Ellinwood Wy. Luke Chapin............. Medicine Lodge 

J. Paul Stevenson Sterling 

John F. Fontron Hutchinson Boyce P. Hardman Great Bend 
ere Hutchinson B. V. Hampton..........--.--------eo----0---- Pratt 
Martin S. Hall Anthony Arthur C. Hodgson Lyons 

EIGHTH DISTRICT 
Alex M. Fromme, Chairman............-- Hoxie Marion Chipman Hill City 
Lloyd C. Bloomer Osborne Don Noah Beloit 
Ray C. Sloan Hoxie Sam W. G. Lowe Colby 
Edward M. Beoughet....................-. Grinnell Max L. Jones Goodland 
D. H. Postlethwaite. St. Francis Corwin C. Spencer. Oakley 
Robert J. Lewis Atwood Ernest J. Deines WaKeeney 
John M. Bremer. Oberlin James E. Taylor Sharon Springs 
Frank Hahn Phillipsburg Richard M. Driscoll Russell 
L. M. Weltmer Mankato Benedict P. Cruise Hays 
H. D. Oelschlaeger Plainville Keith G. Sebelius Norton 

NINTH DISTRICT 
D. B. Lang, Chairmam............---.-- Scott City Steve W. Church ...................... Greensburg 
Harold S. Herd Coldwater Eugene T. Shields Dighton 
Rae E. Batt Kinsley E. Keith Beard Meade 
Clifford R. Hope, Jr............... Garden City Edward Denning ......................--.--- Elkhart 
George Gould, Jr. Dodge City Basil C. Marhofer Ness City 
W. P. Wesley Ulysses James R. Boyd Larned 
Lester Luther Cimarron Neil Hotchkiss La Crosse 
Brainard L. Anderson Tribune Chas. H. Fleming Scott City 
James S. Terrill Syracuse R. A. Hickey Liberal 
C. G. Dennis ....Sublette Max L. Dice ..Johnson 
Walter Stueckemann. .................... Jetmore Paul A. Wolf. Hugoton 
C. E. Beymer Lakin Glendon E. Rewerts Leoti 

. PROSPECTIVE LEGISLATION 

John H. Murray, Chairman....Leavenworth Richard L. Becker...................... Coffeyville 
John Q. Royce Salina Kirke W. Dale...................... Arkansas City 
Max L. Dice Johnson James W. Porter Topeka 
Paul Wunsch Kingman Wilford Riegle ......................---- Emporia 
Robert A. Anderson...................----- Ottawa Garner E. Shriver......................---.-- Wichita 


Edward M. Boddington, Sr.......Kansas City 


One year—Boddington, Becker, Royce, Porter 
Two years—Dice, Wunsch, Anderson, Dale 
Three years—Riegle, Murray, Shriver 


Clayton M. Davis, Ex-Officio.......... Topeka 
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PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 














J. G. Somers, Chairmam............-0--+- Newton Clayton S. Flood............2..2222:.....0100- Hays 
J. Richards Hunter Hutchinson Morris D. Hildreth.................... Coffeyville 
Thomas M. Van Cleave, Sr.....Kansas City Ralph Oman ; Topeka 
Arthur S. Humphrey.............. Junction City Fred L. Conmer........................ Great Bend 
W. D. Jochems Wichita Joe F. Balch, Ex-Officio.................: Chanute 


One year—Somers, Van Cleave, Humphrey 
Two years—Hunter, Jochems, Flood 
Three years—Hildreth, Oman, Conner 














MEMORIAL 
Robert Garvin, Chairman.............. St. John Douglas E. Shay..................2...2..: Wichita 
Steve W. Church ...................... Greensburg J. O. Emerson ...-Kansas City 
C. A. P. Falconer. Atwood Ralph Glenn ..........2...2.22.--.-..0---0 Topeka 
M. F. Litras El Dorado Edmund L. Page. Atchison 
C. R. Stauffacher..................-.-.---- Columbus OD. B. Lang, Ex-Officio................ Scott City 


One year—Garvin, Church, Falconer 
Two years—Litras, Stauffacher, Emerson 




















Three years—Glenn, Shay, Page 
LEGAL EDUCATION AND ADMISSIONS 

Schuyler W. Jackson, Chairman......Topeka TT. M. Lillard, Jr... Salina 
John Eberhardt _ Wichita ae saggy Pena ro 

. Oakl yle White kansas City 
Seere ce Spenete NOY R.A. Hickey _....Liberal 
Harry W. Fisher. Fort Scott mC I iicicibteititsiieetecaiiaone Lawrence 
F. J. Moreau Lawrence F. C. Bannon, Ex-Officio........ Leavenworth 





One year—Jackson, Moreau, Fisher 
Two years—Snyder, Eberhardt, Spencer 
Three years—Lillard, White, Hickey, Slough 


LOCAL BAR ASSOCIATIONS 




















Charles D. Knapp, Chairman....Coffeyville Robert Ferguson ......................-- Marysville 
Philip Buzick Topeka George Collins Wichita 
Charles E. Jones Wichita John J. Bukaty Kansas City 
Earle N. Wright.................. Arkansas City Arnold C. Nye. Newton 
J. C. Tillotson Norton F. C. Bannon, Ex-Officio........ Leavenworth 


One year—Ferguson, Buzick, Nye 
Two years—W right, Knapp and Tillotson 
Three years—Collins, Bukaty, Jones 


ADVISORY 


N. W. Bar—Wm. Wagner, Jr...WaKeeney Central Bar—Chas. Hughes........ Manhattan 
S. W. Bar—Maurice Wildgen .......... Larned Wichita Bar—Lawrence Curfman..Wichita 











PROGRAM 
Charles Henshall, Chairman............ Chanute Clement Hall ...............2...2......-1 Coffeyville 
J. W. Sargent, Jr Wichita Fred Littooy Hutchinson 
Chas. S. Schnider...................... Kansas City Norman Iverson .................. Arkansas City 
Donald Patterson Topeka Richard Barrett ~.............-...--c-c-cs0e+0-- Pratt 
Phil H. Lewis b5 Topeka Geo. B. Powers, Ex-Officio............ Wichita 





One year—Patterson, Lewis, Hall 
Two years—Sargent, Schnider, Henshall 
Three years—Littooy, Iverson, Barrett 
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HISTORICAL 
Dallas Knapp, Chairman............ Coffeyville W. F. Lilleston.........................-..-+- Wichita 
SE ccenacoctenchertnatensionit EER ae Salina 
Dean McElhenny Topeka Maurice Wildgen ........................... Larned 
W. N. Calkins El Dorado Clayton Brenner .......................----- Olathe 
Fs Se nese necoccacovcensved Russell Alex Fromme, Ex-Officio.................. Hoxie 


One year—Lilleston, Knapp, Wildgren 
Two years—Calkins, Cannon, McElhenny 
Three years—Brenner, Miller, Ruppenthal 


PUBLIC RELATIONS 











Jerome Harman, Chairman ........ Columbus Harry L. Depew........................-- Neodesha 
Clark A. Wallace Kingman Knowlton E. Carson................ Kansas City 
Hugo T. Wedell Wichita Paul Wolf 2-2-0 Hugoton 
Robert Bennett .................... Prairie Village Herman W. Smith, Jr soncecceccecsqnscsess Parsons 

2 . eo Wichita 
J. Donald Lysaught.................. Kansas City poy C’ Davis... Hutchinson 
John E. Blake Kansas City Robert L. Marietta......-.--.ccce-so-------- Salina 
Bert Church Wellington Wesley E. Brown, Ex-Officio....Hutchinson 





One year—Marietta, Johnson, Blake, Smith 
Two years—Bennett, Wedell, Harman, Wallace, Lysaught 
Three years—Church, Depew, Carson, Wolf, Davis 



































CITIZENSHIP 

D. Arthur Walker, Chairman. ......-.-------0--- Russ Anderson ....................------ McPherson 

: Arkansas City TT. Richard Liebert..................... Coffeyville 
Ernest M. Vieux Meade Arthur J. Mellott... Kansas City 
Jean Reeves Topeka Delmas C. Hill Wichi 
Eugene Hackler Olathe «sae Shee iuamaamaamaraaaniaaaaa —— 
Vernon F. Coss.................. Medicine Lodge William Stowell -.................... Phillipsburg 
Leon N. Roulier Colby W. M. Ferguson, Ex-Officio......Wellington 
One year—Walker, Hill, Coss 
Two years—V ieux, Reeves, Hackler, Stowell 
Three years—Roulier, Anderson, Liebert, Mellott 

UNAUTHORIZED PRACTICE OF LAW 
Donald Hickman, Chairman..Arkansas City Stanley Lind ~..........0.0........... Kansas City 
Wm. E. Treadway. Topeka ‘ 
James K. Cubbison................. Kansas City Ernest J. Deines.........._........... Wakeeney 
Charles Arthur Manhattan Harry O. Janicke, Ex-Officio........ Winfield 
One year—Cubbison, Hickman 
Two years—Treadway, Arthur 
Three years—Lind, Deines 
LEGAL INSTITUTES 

Sam Mellinger, Chaswrman.............. Emporia Sam W. G. Lowe... Colby 
LS nee Come &..5 Site) Lawrence 
Frank Oberg Clay Center Richard D. Rogers...................... Manhattan 
Paul Wilson Lawrence Paul Armstrong .......................... Columbus 
Robert Stone Johnson Topeka Robert Cobean ......................... Wellington 


Aubrey Neale ................------+-+--- Coffeyville Arno Windscheffel .............. Smith Center 
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Kenneth Speir Newton James E. Taylor.................. Sharon Springs 
Newlin Reynolds ...................... Hutchinson Paul Kitch Wichita 
Stuart D. Mitchelson Mission Stanley Nelson Salina 
J. S. Brollier Hugoton M. C. Slough, Advisory................ Lawrence 
Lloyd Hall Topeka Schuyler W. Jackson, Advisory........Topeka 
Robert Reeder ...... Troy F. C. Bannon, Ex-Officio........ Leavenworth 





STANDARDS FOR TITLE EXAMINATION 

















D. C. Martindale, Chairman......Hutchinson F. M. Rogers Wellington 
Hugh Brownfield .................... Kansas City TT. B, Kelley..........-ccsseeecesse-e-- Great Bend 
Vincent G. Fleming. tamed | Matgeret McGurnaghan Topi 
Wilbur H. Jones Wichita Robert Bond ... El Dorado 
Lloyd H. Ruppenthal ................ McPherson Lester L. Morris Wichita 
John O’Brien Independence Alex M. Fromme, Ex-Officio.:.......... Hoxie 





JUNIOR BAR SECTION 














Robert A. Thiessen, Chairman........ Wichita Elwin Cabbage Hutchinson 
James R. James Topeka Ronald D. Albright........................ Anthony 
B. G. Tudor “i Wichita Camilla Klein .......................... Dodge City 
Allyn McGinnis .............-..----+-+-+- El Dorado John Quinlan Independence 
Richard Mankin Emporia Joe F. Balch, Ex-Officio.................- Chanute 





RELATIONS WITH ABSTRACTERS 


























Clark Howerton, Chairman............ Gernett A. M. Fleming .....: Garden City 
Wallace Wolfe Oberlin oe 
C. H. Boone Santee Harold Malone Wichita 
William S. Eddy.................----.-+-+ Marysville L. A. McNalley, Ex-Officio......Minneapolis 
TAXATION 
Ervin Johnston, Chairman.......Kansas City Oscar Belin Wichita 
Harold Schroeder Topeka Eugene P. Zuspann Goodland 
Willard N. Van Slyck, Jt.ccscc---- Topeka, Thomes R. Scovel_______. Independence 
. John A. Etling Kinsley 
Mark L. Bennett Topeka CW. Hughes......-cccccssssecesssenn- Dodge City 
Henry H. Asher Lawrence Harry O. Janicke, Ex-Officio........ Winfield 





SELECTION, TENURE AND RETIREMENT OF JUDGES 














Howard Kline, Chairman............-. Wichita Elmer W. Columbia Parsons 
Donald J. Magaw Osborne Marvin Brummett ...................... Concordia 
Edgar C. Bennett Newton R. R. Mitchell Dodge City 
Joseph J. Dawes Leavenworth L. A. McNalley, Ex-Officio......Minneapolis 





RELATIONS WITH THE MEDICAL PROFESSION 




















Ford Harbaugh, Chairman........Wellington David Prager Topeka 
William Tinker Wichita Lee Weeks Kansas City 
William E. Cunningham......Arkansas City Blake A. Williamson Kansas City 
Wm. B. Ryan Norton Vernon Stroberg Newton 
David H. Fisher Topeka Clyde Hill Yates Center 








Payne Ratner, Jr Wichita Geo. B. Powers, Ex-Officio............ Wichité 
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LAWYER REFERRAL SERVICES 
Everett E. Steerman, Chairman......Emporia C. L. Clark... ......eeeeeeeneceeeneeeeees Salina 
Ray Briman Topeka H. D. Shrader........................- -Leavenworth 
Bill R. Cole. Hutchinson Hylton Harman ...................... Kansas City 
Thomas Boone Leavenworth Alvin Grauerholz ...................... Coffeyville 
Leo Wetta Wichita Don Postlethwaite .................... St. Francis 
Jack Rost ...... Topeka Clayton M. Davis, Ex-Officio.......... Topeka 
RELATIONS WITH LAY ADJUSTERS 
Norman Jeter, Chairman ...........-...---- Hays Robert C. Foulston, Jr................... Wichita 
Howard Harper .................... Junction City Z. A. Nevins, Jr Dodge City 
J. D. Conderman....................... ...lola D. B. Lang, Ex-Officio................ Scott City 
RELATIONS WITH REALTORS 
Roy V. Nelson, Chairman............ Hiawatha Lyndus Henry .................... Overland Park 
Bernhard Alden ...................... Kansas City Wayne W. Ryan...................... Clay Center 
LA 4 Ee Wichita Walter B. Patterson.................... Fort Scott 
Wendell Garlinghouse .................... Topeka C. G. Dennis Sublette 
Edward R. Moses...............-.-.--- Great Bend Wm. M. Ferguson, Ex-Officio..Wellington 
RELATIONS WITH CP.A.’s 
James Dye, Chairman ..............-+---- Wichiea Paul Wilbert .................. Pittsburg 
Murray F. Hardesty ...................-.--- Topeka Maurice A. Wildgen ........................ Larned 
Eldon L. Lackey.......................- Kansas City Wm. M. Ferguson, Ex-Officio..Wellington 
IMPROVEMENT OF LAWS AND PROCEDURES 
Spencer Gard, Chairman Iola George Grist Wichita 
Wm. C. Kandt Wichita Leonard O. Thomas.................. Kansas City 
Paul H. Heinz shi Sianeli Jay Sullivan . Emporia 
Lewis L. McLaughlin.................. ille 
Thomas M. Lillard —_-" yy a 
J. B. McKay, Jr El Dorado James E. Smit — 
Edward M. Boddington, Jr.......Kansas City James A. Williams........... Dodge City 
D. C. Martindell.......................- Hutchinson D. B. Lang, Ex-Officio................ Scott City 
LABOR LAW 
Phil Lewis, Chairmam..............--.----- Topeka L. M. ae _—— 
Peter Caldwell ...... Topeka Warren Shaw ........ ope: 
" A. J. Stanley, Jr. Kansas City 
James H. Barnes................. Kanses City O25) T. Smith Wichita 





Frantz Loriaux 








Wesley E. Brown, Ex-Officéo....Hutchinson 
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MEMBERSHIP ROLL—1957 


OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 
(Alphabetically by Names of Cities) 


ABILENE (DICKINSON—5th Dist.) 
James E. Ahearn, P.O. Box 422 
Harold Bolton, Box 416 

W. A. Guilfoyle, Case Bldg. 

John H. Lehman, Case Bidg. 

D. V. Romine, Case Bldg. 

Paul H. Royer, Box 422 

Robert H. Royer, 1003 N. Buckeye 


ALMA (WABAUNSEE—2nd Dist.) 
Victor Hergenreter 

ANTHONY (HARPER—7th Dist.) 
Ronald D. Albright, Box 311 

Max D. Hall, 115 N. Jennings Ave. 
W. G. Muir, Box 311 

Bob H. Newton, Wilcox Bldg. 

Myrtle Youngberg 

ARKANSAS CITY (COWLEY—4th Dist.) 
Wm. E. Cunningham, Union State Bank Bldg. 
Kirke W. Dale, Box 621 

Grover L. Dunn, Box 434 

Hattie Franey, Crescent Bldg. 

Donald Hickman, Box 621 

William R. Howard, Box 626 
Norman M. Iverson, Box 189 

Tom Pringle, A. C. Office Bldg. 
Richard R. Rock, A. C. Office Bldg. 
George W. Stanley, Burford Bldg. 
George E. Sybrant, A. C. Office Bldg. 
George Templar, Box 608 

Ted Templar, Box 608 

Frank G. Theis, Box 492 

D. Arthur Walker, Walker Bldg. 
Doyle E. White, 400 East Fifth Ave. 
Earle N. Wright, A. C. Office Bldg. 
ASHLAND (CLARK—5Sth Dist.) 
Robert M. Baker, Court House 
ATCHISON (ATCHISON—Ist Dist.) 
Steadman Ball, Blair Bldg. 

John E. Buehler, P. & L. Building 

R. F. Duncan, 70814 Commercial St. 
Gerald Foley, Professional Bldg. 

J. W. Lowry, Blair Bldg. 
_J. S. May, Box 223 

Maurice P. O'Keefe, Professional Bldg. 
Maurice P. O’Keefe, Jr., Simpson Bldg. 
Edmund L. Page, Atchison County District Court 
Karl W. Root, Professional Bldg. 
Philip Shrack, Blair Bldg. 

William E. Stillings, Blair Bldg. 

B. P. Waggener, Professional Bldg. 
ATWOOD (RAWLINS—8th Dist.) 


Forest W. Brown 

C. A. P. Falconer, Box 673 
Robert J. Lewis, Box 673 
AUGUSTA (BUTLER—4th Dist.) 
Duane W. Bolze, 916 Ohio 

R. A. Cox, Box 666 

Frantz G. Loriaux, 111 E. 5th 
Morris Moon, 41814 State 


R. A. Munroe, Masonic Bldg. 

Fred R. Vieux 

BAXTER SPRINGS (CHEROKEE—3rd Dist.) 
Wm. P. Meek, 1031 Military Ave. 
BELLEVILLE (REPUBLIC—5Sth Dist.) 
Percy H. Collins, Bide M Street 

Fred Emery, ay 

Henry H. Van Natta, 3 287 

BELOIT (MITCHELL—8th Dist.) 

R. L. Hamilton 

Harold N. Jordan, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Don Noah, Box 298 

Ralph H. Noah, 109 S. Elm 

Tweed Ross, Box 621 

BETHEL (WYANDOTTE—lIst Dist.) 
Charles F. Burkin, Jr., 2620 N. 81st St. 
BONNER SPRINGS (WYANDOTTE—Ist Dist.) 
LeRoy Bradfield, Box 221 

BURLINGAME (OSAGE—2nd Dist.) 
George E. Ramskill, First State Bank 
Veva Light Ramskill, First State Bank 
BURLINGTON (COFFEY—4th Dist.) 
William Buckles, Peoples Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Frank T. Forbes, Box 209 

L. R. Hannen 

Robert S. Luke 

BUSHTON (RICE—7th Dist.) 

Paul Berkley 

CALDWELL + (SUMNER—6th Dist.) 

Don B. Stallings 

CANEY (MONTGOMERY—3rd Dist.) 
Jake L. Liberman, 207 West 4th Ave. 
George H. Wark, Box 235 

CHANUTE (NEOSHO—3rd Dist.) 
Robert N. Allen, 3 S. Santa Fe 

Joe F. Balch, Main and Steuben 

Robert L. Briley 

B. M. Dunham, Judge 7th Jud. Dist. 
Ward P. Ferguson, Box 269 

Charles E. Henshall, 514 E. Main Street 
John C. McCall 

L. Robert Pennington, Box 484 
CHERRYVALE (MONTGOMERY—3rd Dist.) 
C. W. Mitchell 

CHETOPA (LABETTE—3rd Dist.) 

Dan R. Aul, City Building 

CIMARRON (GRAY—9th Dist.) 

Bernie Frigon 

John Staley Holden 

Chesterman C. Linley 

Lester Luther, Luther Bldg. 

CLAFLIN (BARTON—7th Dist.) 
Charles L. Buehler 

CLAY CENTER (CLAY—5th Dist.) 
Elmer Anderson, 510 Lincoln Ave. 

W. M. Beall 

C. Vincent Jones 

Frank D. Oberg, 703 Fifth Street 
Wayne W. Ryan 


H. L. Sheppeard, 72114 Fifth Street 
Joseph D. Skinner, Box 18 




















MEMBERSHIP ROLL ALPHABETICALLY BY CITIES 


COFFEYVILLE (MONTGOMERY—3rd Dist.) 

Richatd L. Becker, Columbia Bldg. 
Raymond Belt, Plaza Bldg. 

Clement H. Hall, Columbia Bldg. 

Morris D. Hildreth, Columbia Bld 

William Roy Kirby, Columbia Bldg. 

Charles D. Knapp, Terminal Bldg. 

Dallas W. Knapp, Terminal Bldg. 

A. R. Lamb, 719 Walnut St. 

Paul A. Lamb, 719 Walnut Street 

Joe L. Levy, Columbia Bldg. 

Frank W. Liebert, Terminal Bldg. 

T. Richard Liebert, Terminal Bldg. 

Aubrey Neale, Plaza Bldg. 

Glen L. Tongier, Columbia Bldg. 

Carl E. Ziegler, Box 465 

COLBY (THOMAS—8th Dist.) 

E. F. Beckner, Connelly Bldg. 

Sam W. G. Lowe 

Leon N. Roulier, Box 517 

Gerald C. Stover, Thiel Loe. 

Keith R. Willoughby, 155 

a ag (COMANCHE. oth Dist.) 

ay 

Frank E. Daily, Jr, 123 S. Central 

Harold S. Herd, 110 S. Central 

Horace H. Rich 

COLUMBUS (CHEROKEE—3rd Dist.) 

Leo Armstrong 

Paul Armstrong 

V. J. Bowersock 

Jules Doty 

Jerome Harman, 715 West Maple 

Joe L. Henbest 

L. R. Mulliken 

Robert T. Patterson, Box 65 

C. R. Stauffacher 

CONCORDIA (CLOUD—Sth Dist.) 

Frank C. Baldwin, 20614 W. 6th 

Marvin O. Brummett, 21214 West 6th St. 

William B. Buechel, Fidelity State Bank Bldg. 

Gordon D. Danielson 

Dean Gibson 

Clarence H. Paulsen, Fidelity State Bank Bldg. 

Robert E. Trego, First National Bank 

M. V. B. Van De Mark 

Charles A. Walsh 

COTTONWOOD FALLS (CHASE—4th Dist.) 

Karl W. Masoner, Box 368 

COUNCIL GROVE (MORRIS—5Sth Dist.) 

Marlin Brown 

David H. Heilman, Box 122 

Walter E. Hembrow 

Harry M. Tompkins 

DERBY (SEDGWICK—6th Dist.) 

Jerry L. Griffith, 1233 Derby Street 

DIGHTON (LANE—9th Dist.) 

J. E. Mowery 

Eugene T. Shields 

DODGE CITY (FORD—9th Dist.) 

Richard W. Evans, Masonic Temple Bldg. 

Geo. R. Gould, 505 First Ave. 

George Gould, Jr., 505 First Ave. 

Collis Russell Harner, First Natl. Bk. Bldg. 

Camilla Klein Haviland, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

C. W. Hughes, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

B. G. Larson 

Karl Miller 





R. R. Mitchell, 619 First Ave. 

Z. A. Nevins, Jr., 700 5th Ave. 
Donald E. Shultz, 20914 W. Spruce 
Don C. Smith, 619 lst Ave. 


James A. Williams, Box 1088 


EFFINGHAM (ATCHISON—Ist Dist.) 
Robert D. Caplinger, R. R. No. 2 
EL DORADO (BUILER—4th Dist.) 
George J. Benson, 1254%4 W. Central Ave. 
L. J. Bond, Wesley Moore Bldg. 
Robert Bond, Wesley Moore Bldg. 
W.N. Calkins, Judge 13th District 
O. J. Connell, Jr., 218 W. Central 
W. H. Coutts, Jr., Citizens State Bank Bldg. 
Roy B. Darlington, Box 790 
Ervin Grant, Citizens State Bank Bldg. 
Robert M. Green, Court House 
Walter J. Kennedy, Route No. 1 
Robert M. King, Box 111 
Fred J. Leasure, Box 1044 
M. F. Litras, 116144 W. Central Ave. 
Allyn M. McGinnis, Box 5 
Walter F. McGinnis, 21014 W. Central 
J. B. McKay, Masonic Bldg. 
J. B. McKay, Jr., Masonic Bldg. 
Gale Moss 
Thomas Warren Ralston, 430 N. Jones 
Donald N. Schauf, 326 N. High Street 
Clem H. Silvers, 125 W. Central Ave. 
Walker W. Smith, El oy 7 Co. 
H. Pauline Woodward, Box 
R. C. Woodward, Box 111 

ELKHART (MORTON—9th Dist.) 
Edward Denning 
Keaton G. Duckworth 
Edgar W. White 
ELLINWOOD (BARTON—7th Dist.) 

. I. Robinson 
Robert E. Southern 
ELLIS (ELLIS—8th Dist.) 
Stanley A. Issinghoff, Ellis State Bank 
ELLSWORTH (ELLSWORTH—5Sth Dist.) 
Paul Aylward 
V. E. Danner 
R. E. Miller 
George D. Miner 
John V. O'Donnell, Box 456 
ELMDALE (CHASE—4th Dist.) 
William B. Pringle 
EMPORIA (LYON—4th Dist.) 
George Allred, Columbia Bldg. 
John G. Atherton, 828 Exchange Street 
Clarence V. Beck 
W. J. Dick, 1124 Neosho 
Champ Graham, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Roscoe W. Graves, Emporia State Bank Bldg. 
Lacy Haynes, Jr., Citizens Bldg. 
Roy U. Jordan, 526 Commercial St. 
Richard Mankin, 14 W. 6th Ave. 
Samuel Mellinger 
Wade A. Myers, Mutual Bldg. 
W. W. Parker, Citizens Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Elvin D. Perkins, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
James W. Putnam 
L. W. Raynolds, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
E. H. Rees, Citizens Bank Bldg. 
Wilford Riegle, Palace Bldg. 
William L. Roberts, 618 Washington Street 
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Everett E. Steerman, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Jay H. Sullivan, District Judge 

ERIE (NEOSHO—3rd Dist.) 

Charles F. Forsyth 

ESKRIDGE (WABAUNSEE—2nd Dist.) 

Charles W. Waugh 
William K. Waugh, Jr., 

EUREKA (GREENWOOD—4th D 

Carl C. Chase, 203 N. Main St. 

George Forbes, Citizens National Bank Bldg. 

Harold G. Forbes, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Thomas C. Forbes, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Edward A. Hibbard, Hibbard Abst. Co. 

George S. Reynolds 

Kenneth P. Rockhill 

C. C. Whittaker, Jr., Box 188 

FORT SCOTT (BOURBON—3rd Dist.) 

E. E. Blincoe, 144 No. Main Street 

Harry W. Fisher 

Douglas Hudson, Marble Bldg. 

Douglas G. Hudson, Marble Bldg. 

Howard Hudson, Marble Bldg. 


Glenn H. Louderback, Louderback Office Bldg. 


Frank O’Brien, Marble Bldg. 

Walter B. Patterson, Marble Bldg. 

Buford L. Shankel, 144 N. Main 

FRANKFORT (MARSHALL—5th Dist.) 

William M. Shaffer, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
FREDONIA (WILSON—3rd Dist.) 

Thomas D. Hampson, Jr. 

Rex A. Lafferty 
Donald C. Vosburgh, 720 Madison 
GALENA (CHEROKEE—3rd Dist.) 
Jim Shaw, —* Main St. 

Oscar M. Youn 

a CITY “(FINNEY—9th Dist.) 


Ray Calihan, Jr. 
Dale H. Corley, 11714 W. Pine St. 
Clyde P. Daniel, 113 West Pine 
Arthur M. Fleming, 702 Third 
Clifford R. Hope, Jr., Keller Bldg. 
Harrison Smith, Garden Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Bert J. Vance 
Duane E. West, 106 W. Pine 
GARNETT (ANDERSON—3rd Dist.) 
Orville J. Cole 
Roy L. Cole, Box 86 
Clark Howerton 
Wayne Loughridge 
Gwinn G. Shell, Box 128 
Bert L. Woods 
GIRARD (CRAWFORD—3rd Dist.) 
Robert O. Karr 
GOODLAND (SHERMAN—8th Dist.) 
Wm. D. Bunten, P.O. 479 
Charles G. Dockhorn 
Elmer E. Euwer, 905 Broadway 
Max L. Jones, 110 W. 12th Street 
Charles Sparks, Jr., Box 68 
Thomas H. Taggart, 908 Main Street 


Eugene P. Zuspann 

GOVE (GOVE—Sth Dist.) 

R. H. Thompson 

GRAINFIELD (GOVE—Sth Dist.) 
Charles Stewart 

GREAT BEND (BARTON—7th Dist.) 
Robert L. Bates, Rinker Bldg. 


Leonard A. Birzer, Cox Bldg. 
S. R. Blackburn, 1501 Kansas 


Security he Bk. Bldg. 


Barton Carothers, Security State Bank Bldg. 
Fred L. Conner, 2010 Broadway 
Herbert Diets, 2107 Forest Ave. 

Don C. Foss, American State Bank Bldg. 
Arthur P. Hagen, Cox Bidg. 

T. W. Hampton, 1501 Kansas Ave. 

Jerry Hannah, 1501 Kansas 

Boyce P. Hardman, 2107 Forest Ave. 
Robert P. Keenan, 140114 Main Se. 

T. B. Kelley, 2010 Broadway 

Warren H. Kopke, Tribune Bidg. 

Roy J. McMullen, Court House 

Hugh D. Mauch, 2543—19th Street 
Edward R. Moses, 2007—17th St. 
Melvin O. Nuss, Wells Bldg. 

Vernon Nuss, Wells Bldg. 

Isabel Obee, American State Bank Bldg. 
Glenn E. Opie, 2700 16th St. 

Albert Poznik, 2300 Broadway 

Elmer M. Roth, Wolf Bldg. 

Lee Turner, Wolf Bldg. 

GREENSBURG (KIOWA—9th Dist.) 
James M. Caplinger 

Steve W. Church 

GRINNELL (GOVE—8th Dist.) 

Edward Beougher, Box 63 

Harry B. Phelps, Jr. 

HARPER (HARPER—7th Dist.) 

Martin S. Hall, First National Bank Bldg. 
Eugene E. Keller 

HAYS (ELLIS—8th Dist.) 

Thomas C. Boone, Box 51 

Bernard J. Brungardt 

Doris R. Burtscher, Wiesner Bldg. 

R. N. Burtscher, Wiesner Bldg. 

Benedict P. Cruise, 112 E. 22nd St. 
Norbert R. Dreiling, 110 W. 13th 
Clayton S. Flood, Flood & Flood 

E. C. Flood, Flood & Flood 

Robert F. Glassman, Box 173 

Delmas Haney, Wasinger Bldg. 

Henry F. Herrman, Basgall Bldg. 
Norman W. Jeter, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Reginald LaBunker, 120 E. 6th 

Richard A. Mermis, First National Bank 
Edgar M. Miner, Box 242 

Simon Roth, Jr., Box 363 

Paul Ward, Box 599 

Fredolin I. Wasinger, Wasinger Bldg. 

A. J. Wiles 

HERINGTON (DICKINSON—Sth Dist.) 
William H. Alward, Bank of Herington Bldg. 
HIAWATHA (BROWN—Ist Dist.) 
Robert M. Finley, Amann Bldg. 

L. E. Helvern, 112 S. 7th St. 

Chester C. Ingels, Ingels Bidg. 

Harry E. Miller, Amann Bldg. 

Roy V. Nelson, Morrill-Janes Bank Bldg. 
HIGHLAND (DONIPHAN—1st Dist.) 
Ernest W. Rothfelder 


HILL CITY (GRAHAM—8th Dist.) 

C. E. Birney, 423 North Pomeroy 
Marion W. Chipman 

Casey Jones 

Geo. C. Wingerson 

HOISINGTON (BARTON—7th Dist.) 
Jerry L. Griffith, 165 W. 1st St. 

John Henry Lewis, 162 W. Broadway 

















HOLTON (JACKSON—2nd Dist.) 

Guy W. Baker 

H. E. Crosswhite, Denison State Bank Bldg. 
Warden L. Noe, Cope Bidg. 

ee aa G. — Denison State Bank Bldg. 
Harol 

HORTON “(BROWN—Ist Dist.) 
Clarence J. Moore 

HOWARD (ELK—4th Dist.) 

Hubert Horning 

Noel Mullendore 

Kathryn S. Tarwater 

Darrel H. Vinette 

HOXIE (SHERIDAN—8th Dist.) 
Alexander Morgan Fromme, 111 North Main 
Joseph W. Fromme, 111 N. Main 

Ray C. Sloan 

HUGOTON (STEVENS—9th Dist.) 

J. S. Brollier 

Don Concannon 

A. E. Kramer, Box 235 

L. L. Morgan 

Bernard E. Nordling, Box 235 

Paul A. Wolf 

HUMBOLDT (ALLEN—3rd Dist.) 

L. T. Cannon 

Robert Stadler 

HUTCHINSON (RENO—7th Dist.) 

John R. Alden, Court House 

Edwin B. Brabets, Wolcott Bldg. 

H. R. Branine, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Wesley E. Brown, Wolcott Bldg. 

Elwin F. Cabbage, 211 W. 7th “A” 
William D. P. Carey, Wolcott Bldg. 

C. E. Chalfant, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
William Y. Chalfant, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Bill R. Cole, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Roy C. Davis, Wiley Bldg. 

Harry H. Dunn, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Aubrey V. Earhart, 10014 So. Main 
Kenneth F. Ehling, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
John Fontron, Court House 

R. J. Gilliland, Wolcott Bldg. 

E. E. Glasscock, Box 987 

Elmer P. Goering, American Natl. Bank Bldg. 
William A. Gossage, Jr., 26 E. 13th 
Charles Hall, Sherman St. 

John F. Hayes, Wolcott Bldg. 

Frank S. Hodge, Box 432 

Wendell S. Holmes, 1st Natl. Bank Bld, 
J. Richards Hunter, 1st Natl. Bank Bl 
Clair D. Hyter, American Natl. Bank Bldg. 
R. Y. Jones, Wiley Bldg. 

John K. Leighnor, Wolcott Bldg. 

Fred C. Littooy, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

D. C. Martindell, Wolcott Bldg. 

R. C. Martindell, Wolcott Bldg. 

Carl William Miller, Wolcott Bldg. 
William L. Mitchell, 119 W. Sherman 
= Lewis Oswald, 119 W. Sherman 


Clyde A. Raleigh, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Charles Rauh, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
James H. Rexroad, Wiley Bldg. 

H. Newlin Reynolds, Wiley Bidg. 

R. K. Richey, Box 1313 
Duane Roberts, Wiley Bldg. 


MEMBERSHIP ROLL ALPHABETICALLY BY CITIES 


John A. Robinson, First National Bank 
Kenneth E. Sentney, 1st Natl. Bank Bidg. 
John H. Shaffer, 7 W. 19th St. 

Arthur H. Sayder, 217 E. 1st 

J. Clair Stevens, Wolcott Bldg. 

William B. Swearer, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Arthur T. Symns, Rorabaugh-Wiley Bldg. 
Patrick H. Thiessen, 107 Downing Rd. 
Ralph Thorne, Ist Natl. Bank Bidg. 
Robert E. Upp, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Abraham Weinlood, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Eugene A. White, Wiley Bldg. 

E. Victor Wilson, Court House 

Henry P. J. Wilson, Box 1229 

Bryan Woodson, 206 West Ist Street 

Don Wyman, Wiley Bide, 

Max Wyman, Wiley Bld 

INDEPENDENCE (MONTGOMERY —3rd Dist.) 
Glenn Thomas Crossan 

William Gough, Jr., 220 W. Park 

Warren B. Grant, Court House 

T. J. Hanlon, 217 S. 2nd St. 

A. H. Harding, Professional Bldg. 

Walter L. McVey, Jr., Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Justin I. Miller, 108 N. Penn Ave. 

John F. O’Brien, Box 268 

John P. Quinlan, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
David H. Scott, 1201 N. Park Blvd. 

Jay W. Scovel 

Thomas R. Scovel, Citizens Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Donald W. Stewart, Box 463 

Kirke C. Veeder, Veeder Bldg. 

Reuben E. Weatherford, Jr., Professional Bldg. 
IOLA (ALLEN—3rd Dist.) 

Charles H. Apt, Allen County State Bank Bldg. 
Frederick G. Apt, Box 328 

Frederick G. Apt, Jr., Box 328 

J. D. Conderman, Iola State Bank Bldg. 
John O. Foust, 10144 S. Washington 
Spencer A. Gard 

H. M. Immel, Box 328 

Robert V. Taikington, 14 East Madison Ave. 
Frank W. Taylor, 1214 S. Washington 
Stanley E. Toland, Box 404 

JETMORE (HODGEMAN—9th Dist.) 

Jack E, Dalton 

Walter F. Stueckemann, Box 135 

Paul B. Watson 

JOHNSON (STANTON—9th Dist.) 

Max Dice 

Leland E. Nordling 

JUNCTION CITY (GEARY—5Sth Dist.) 
William D. Clement, 707 N. Washington 
James P. Coleman 

Robert L. Deam, Thompson Bldg. 

Al B. Fletcher, Jr., Rohrer Bldg. 

Howard W. Harper, 707 N. Washington St. 
Phillip L. Harris, i Coael Natl. Bank Bldg. 
C. L. Hoover, Rohrer Bldg. 

Lee Vaughn Hornbaker, 707 N. Washington 
Arthur S. Humphrey, 702 N. Washington 
Charles I. Platt, 80214 N. Washineton 
Dick Sangster, Central Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Robert A. Schermerhorn, Rohrer Bldg. 
Robert K. Weary, Central Natl. Bk. Bidg. 

U. S. Weary, Central Natl. Bank Bldg. 
KANSAS CITY (WYANDOTTE—Ist Dist.) 
Bernhard W. Alden, Brotherhood Bidg. 
Emil C. Anderson, Jr., Bennett Bldg. 
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James H. Barnes, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Frank L. Bates, Security Bank Bldg. 

Milton P. Beach, P.O. Bldg. 

Edward A. Benson, Jr., Bennett Bldg. 
Robert H. Bingham, Brotherhood Bldg. 
John E. Blake, Commi. Natl. Bank Bidg. 
Edward M. Boddington, Huron Bidg. 

E. M. Boddington, Jr., Huron Bldg. 
Buford E. Braly, Huron Bldg. 

Norma Braly, Huron Bldg. 

C. W. Brenneisen, Jr., City Hall 

Wash H. Brown, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Hugh E. Brownfield, New Brotherhod Bldg. 
Melvin E. Buck, Huron Bldg. 

John J. Bukaty, 727 Ann 

Joseph A. Bukaty, 727 Ann 

George J. Buser, Jr., 839 North 34th Street 
William E. Cain, 5133 Wood 

Knowlton E. Carson, Brotherhood Bldg. 
William E. Carson, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
James P. Cashin, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
O. Q. Claflin, Court House 

Barton P. Cohen, Huron Bldg. 

Joseph Cohen, Huron Bidg. 

Roy Cook, 7th & Minnesota 

Donald H. Corson, Brotherhood Bidg. 
Donald af Corson, Jr., 3636 Walker Ave. 
James K. Cubbison, 727 Ann 

James W. Dahl, 2906 W. 43rd 

John K. Dear, Brotherhood Bldg. 

M. Raymond Dillon, Huron Bldg. 

Paul D. Edmondson, 4458 Eaton 

John Cantrell Eisele, 3805 Booth St. 

J. O. Emerson, Huron Bldg. 

Bill E. Fabian, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Robert E. Fabian, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Alan W. Farley, Huron Bldg. 

Thomas H. Finigan, Bennett Bldg. 

Edward Louis Fischer 

E. D. Fitzgibbon, 612 Tauromee 

Robert H. Foerschler, 822 Hillcrest Drive 
Lloyd J. Frevert, 1135 Minnesota 

Charles Edward Gallup, 3301 Strong Ave. 
Louis R. Gates, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Newell A. George, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Donald W. Giffin, 5048 Parish Drive 

H. Jay Gunnels, Jr., 5445 Chadwick 
Harold H. Harding, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Hylton Harman, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
J. Willard Haynes, Brotherhood Bldg. 

A. J. Herrod, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Clyde E. Hinman, 1420 N. 22nd 

J. W. Hodam, Brotherhood Bldg. 

James L. Hogin, Brotherhood Bldg. 

J. Roy Holliday, Huron Bldg. 

James D. Howell, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
T. C. Hurst, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Joseph P. Jenkins, Huron Bldg. 

Ervin Glenn Johnston, Brotherhood Bldg. 
Thomas E. Joyce, Huron Bldg. 

John J. Jurcyk, Jr., 1701 Everett 

Walter G. Klamm, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
J. William Knightly, 923 N. 34th Street 
Jerome S. Koehler, New Brotherhood Bldg. 
Stanley L. Lind, Bennett Bldg. 

Don C. Little, Security Bank Bldg. 

Cyrus W. Long, 727 Ann 

Robert D. Loughbom, Huron Bldg. 

Chas. W. Lowder, New Brotherhood Bldg. 


J. Donald Lysaught, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Thomas C. Lysaught, Huron Bldg. 

Patrick B. McAnany, Commercial Bldg. 

W. H. McCamish, 1868 N. 26th St. 

Wm. H. McHale, District Court, Div. 4 

Donald E. Martin, Bennett Bldg. 

D. Harry Matheney, 818 S. Ferree 

H. Earl Meade, Bennett Bldg. 

Arthur J. Mellott, Federal Bldg. 

John J. Mendive, 215 No. 17th St. 

Conrad Miller, Huron Bldg. 

Harry Miller, Jr., Court House 

Marion C. Miller, Bennett Bldg. 

O. Richard Millsap, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Leo J. Moroney, City Hall 

Ralph E. Mullin, 2500 Johnson Drive 

C. Clyde Myers, City Court 

Tudor M. Nellor, Brotherhood Bldg. 

D. William Overton, 731 Minnesota Ave. 

Willard L. Phillips, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Joseph J. Poizner, 705 N. 22nd St. 

Carl V. Rice, Huron Bldg. 

Claude L. Rice, Huron Bldg. 

H. S. Roberts, Bennett Bldg. 

Fred Robertson, 2219 Washington Blvd. 

Jim Robinson, 2625 N. 49th 

Albert M. Ross, Huron Bldg. 

Charles S. Schnider, Huron Bldg. 

J. E. Schroeder, Brotherhood Bldg. 

John E. Shamberg, Huron Bldg. 

Lewis C. Smith, Huron Bldg. 

Nona E. Snyder, Brotherhod Bldg. 

James Wilson Spencer, 351 Everett Ave. 

Arthur J. Stanley, Jr., Brotherhood Bldg. 

Thomas A. Stratton, 768 County Line 

J. Milton Sullivant, Huron Bldg. 

Joe W. Swinehart, Court House 

Samuel M. Terbovich, New Brotherhood Bldg. 

Anthony S. Thomas, Jr., 1016 No. 8th 

George W. Thomas, Bennett Bldg. 

Leonard O. Thomas, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Frank H. Thompson, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Clark E. Tucker, Bennett Bldg. 

Thomas M. Van Cleave, Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Tom Van Cleave, Jr., Comml. Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Lee Vaughn, 727 Ann 

Lee E. Weeks, Brotherhood Bldg. 

H. Kip Wells, 6032 Everett 

Samuel Jay Wells, Huron Bldg. 

James E. Wheat, 1520 Cleveland 

vr _ Widder, 808 N. Washington 
va. 

Blake A. Williamson, 727 Ann 

Ernest Yarnevich, Brotherhood Bldg. 

Doris Mae Yendes, 4174 Eaton 

John Ziegelmeyer, 727 Ann 

KINGMAN (KINGMAN—7th Dist.) 

S. S. Alexander 

Martha McKenna, Box 106 

Charles H. Stewart, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Clark A. Wallace, Court House 

Roy E. Williams, Box 204 

Paul R. Wunsch 

KINSLEY (EDWARDS—9th Dist.) 

R. E. Batt 

Jerome K. Wilson, Box 447 

LA CROSSE (RUSH—9th Dist.) 

H. W. Cramer 

















Neil Hotchkiss, Box 245 

E. A. Schwartzkopf 

Johnny J. Stang 

Vernon W. Weber 

LAKIN (KEARNY—9th Dist.) 

C. E. Beymer, Beymer Bldg. 

LARNED (PAWNEE—9th Dist.) 

James R. Boyd, Box 588 

Vincent Fleming, 116 W. 5th St 

Roscoe E. Peterson 

Glee S. Smith, Jr. 

Russell L. Strobel, 50114 Broadway 

W. H. Vernon, 602 Broadway 

Maurice A. Wildgen, 1024 State 

Morgan Wright, Box 427 

LAWRENCE (DOUGLAS—Ist Dist.) 

Milton P. Allen, 13 E. 8th St. 

Richard F. Allen, Standard Life Bldg. 

Wayne Allphin, Jr., Court House 

Henry H. Asher, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Richard A. Barber, Lawrence Natl Bank Bldg. 
John W. Brand, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Michael E. Chalfant, 1947 Rhode Island 

Stan Ditus, 1229 Ohio 

Robert F. Ellsworth, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Frank R. Gray, Court House 

Bernard L. Hausherr, 706 Massachusetts 
Forrest A. Jackson, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Ralph M. King, Jr., Lawrence Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Jack C. Maxwell, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
George K. Melvin, 74014 Massachusetts 

F J. Moreau, Univ. of Kansas 

Wesley M. Norwood, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Jason V. Ott, 1514 Tennessee 

Robert B. Oyler, 700 Massachusetts 

James W. Paddock, Capitol Federal Bldg. 

W. B. Pendleton, Jayhawker Theatre Bldg. 

A. A. Perkins, Box 543 

Olin K. Petefish, Jayhawker Bldg. 

James L. Postma, Jayhawker Theatre Bldg. 
Jean Purdy, WREN Bldg. 

Charles Rankin, 1847 Barker 

Raymond F. Rice, K. P. & L. Bldg. 

Robert L. Risley, 1343 Tennessee 

Gerald L. Rushfelt, 1328 Ohio 

Robert K. Scovel, 1519 Kentucky 

Earl B. Shurtz, 640 Greever Terrace 

M. C. Slough, School of Law 


Charles A: Springer, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Richard B. Stevens, Lawrence Natl. Bank Bldg. 


C. C. Stewart 

Charles D. Stough, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Sally G. Tavlor, 1228 Ohio 

John E. Wilkinson, 1317 Rhode Island 

Odd Williams, 1047 Massachusetts 
LEAVENWORTH (LEAVENWORTH—Ist Dist.) 
F. C. Bannon, 419 Shawnee 

Walter I. Biddle, 1034 S. Broadway 

C. H. Boone, Axa Bldg. 

Tom Boone, Axa Bldg. 

Thomas J. Brown, Jr., Axa Bldg. 

E. Bert Collard, Jr., Sixth & Cherokee 

Homer Davis, Mfg. Bk. Bldg. 

J. J. Dawes, Court House 

James E. Fussell, Mfg. Bank Bldg. 

Jesse A. Hall, Axa Bldg. 

Kenneth Harmon, 0 

Malcolm McNaughton, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
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Kenneth Metzger, 623 Central St. 
John H. Murray, Mfg. Bank Bidg. 
Ethan Pezter, 419 Shawnee 

Leo M. Rupar, 529 Delaware St. 
Harold D. Shrader, 205 Sherman Ave. 
James N. Snyder, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Edward Stephens, 414 S. 4th St. 
LEOTI (WICHITA—9th Dist.) 
Benjamin Hartloff 

G. E. Rewerts, lst State Bank Bldg. 
Herschel L. Washington 

LIBERAL (SEWARD—9th Dist.) 
Grover L. Bryan, Box 191 

Richard Hickey, Miller Bldg. 

Herbert Hobble, Jr., Box 510 

John C. King, Light Bldg. 

Auburn G. Light 

Rex A. Neubauer, Miller Bldg. 
Chester A. Nordling 

Samuel H. Riggs, Box 979 

James D. Tack, Box 526 

Victor H. Tegarden, Box 712 

Charles Vance 

Bill Wood, Box 871 

Maxine Walker Wood, Court House 
James R. Yoxall, Light Bldg. 
LINCOLN (LINCOLN—5Sth Dist.) 
John J. McCurdy 

D. B. oe wag Jr. 

A. J. Stanley, 

LINDSBORG. (McPHERSON—Sth Dist.) 
John Altenborg 

E. W. Jernberg, 112 No. Main 
LYNDON (OSAGE—2nd Dist.) 

Marian Musatto Burns 

Harry T. Coffman, Tiffany Bldg. 
Alex Hotchkiss, McDaniel Bldg. 
Leonard W. McAnarney, Buffon Bldg. 
A. K. Stavely, Court House 

LYONS (RICE—7th Dist.) 

Arthur C. Hodgson, Box 529 

Rubert G. Martin 

Georgia E. Wells, 415 S. Douglas 
Frederick Woleslagel, 11214 East Ave., South 
McCRACKEN (RUSH—9th Dist.) 

D. L. Buster 

McCUNE (CRAWFORD—3rd Dist.) 
Robert S. Turkington 


McPHERSON (McPHERSON—5Sth Dist.) 
George L. Allison 

Russ B. Anderson, Professional Bldg. 
Jack Bowker, 409 S. Maple 

John K. Bremyer, 105 S. Ash 

James A. Cassler, Peoples Bank Bldg. 
Charles D. Johnson 

George R. Lehmberg, Main and Marlin Streets 
Roger W. Lovett, Grand Building 
Archie T. MacDonald, Professional Bldg. 
Evart Mills, Grand Building 

J. R. Rhoades, Main and Marlin Streets 
Lloyd H. Ruppenthal, Box 657 

P. H. Willems, Grand Building 
MANHATTAN (RILEY—Sth Dist.) 
Charles S. Arthur, Ulrich Bldg. 

Donn J. Everett, 2400 Hobbs Drive 
Walter Reed Gage, 1840 Anderson Ave. 
Charles D. Green, Ulrich Bldg. 

Charles Hughes, Ulrich Bldg. 
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C. Harold Hughes, Ulrich Bldg. 
Ambrose M. Johnston, Ulrich 
eg W. Menzie, + sad Natl. Bank Bldg. 


Pfuetze, Court H 
Clyde K. Rodkey, 1835 yr 
Richard D. Rogers, Box 781 
John Stites, 1409 Humboldt 
J. Robert Wilson, 405-A Poyntz 
MANKATO (JEWELL—S8th Dist.) 
George Teeple 
LE. Weltmer, Weltmer Bldg. 
L. M. Weltmer, Weltmer Bldg. 
Roderick E. Weltmer, Weltmer Bldg. 
MARION (MARION—5Sth Dist.) 
Edward J. Costello 
Roger H. Morse, Box 293 
Edwin G. Westerhaus 
David W. Wheeler, Wheeler Bldg. 
John E. Wheeler, Box 150 
MARYSVILLE (MARSHALL—Sth Dist.) 
William S. Eddy, Box 266 
Robert E. Ferguson, Draheim Bldg. 
Robert F. Galloway, Professional Bldg. 
Lewis L. McLaughlin, Court House 
Kenneth V. Moses, 90914 Broadway 
Edward F. Wiegers, 1411 Broadway 
MEADE (MEADE—9th Dist.) 
E. Keith Beard, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Ernest M. Vieux, Court House 
David J. Wilson, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 


MEDICINE LODGE (BARBER—Sth Dist.) 
W. Luke Chapin, Box 445 

Vernon F. Coss, Box 275 

J. Raymond Eggleston, 208 S. Main 
Ralph C. Hall 

John W. MacGregor, Box 275 

Riley W. MacGregor, Box 275 

O. M. Wheat, Box 462 

MELVERN (OSAGE—2nd Dist.) 

Raymond R. Warner 

MERRIAM (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 

Louis A. Silks, Jr., 9326 Johnson Dr. 
MILTONVALE (CLOUD—5th Dist.) 

J. R. Ayres 

MINNEAPOLIS (OTTAWA—Sth Dist.) 
Evan Corman, Ottawa County Bank Bldg. 
L. A. McNalley, Ottawa County Bank Bldg. 
Virgil R. Moen, 216 W. 2nd 

Lynn D. Smith, Lockhart Bldg. 

MISSION (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 

Thomas Paul Downs, 5914 W. 59th Terrace 
John C. Gage, Mission State Bank Bldg. 
John R. Griffith, Jr.,6118 Johnson Dr. 
Tom J. Helms, 5707 Ash Dr. 

John R. Keach, 5420 Johnson Drive 
Robert G. Knapp, P.O. Bldg. 

Andrew A. Marsh, 6001 W. 53rd Place 
Keith Martin, 6200 W. 61st St. 

Stuart D. Mitchelson, Cross Bldg. 

James B. Pearson, Mission State Bank Bldg. 
A. J. Pflumm, Cross Building 

Francis L. Smith, 5022 Rosewood Drive 
Thomas W. Stockwell, 5831 Outlook 

D. Spencer Yohe, 6028 Juniper Drive 
Wayne L. Zeigler, Muntzel-Keach Bldg. 
MOUND CITY (LINN—3rd Dist.) 
Leighton A. Fossey 

John H. Morse 


NEODESHA (WILSON—3rd Dist.) 
ar Sem 109 N. Fifth 
D. H. Forbes 
P. W. Stephens, 502 Wisconsin 
— CITY (NESS—9th Dist.) 

Ray D. ——— Taylor Bldg. 
Basil C. Marhofe: 


Tom Smyth 

NEWTON (HARVEY—6th Dist.) 
Edgar C. Bennett, 309 E. First 

Alden E. Branine 

Lelus Brown, 123 E. Broadway 

A W. Geiger, Box 259 

Fred Ice, Randall Bldg. 

Arnold C. Nye, 50914 Main St. 

J. Sidney Nye, 50914 Main St. 
Bernard Peterson, Railroad Loan Bldg. 
John W. Plummer, Railroad Loan Bldg. 
J. T. Reid, 611 E. 4th St. 

George A. Robb, Railroad Loan Bldg. 
Herbert x Sizemore, Hanlin — 
Harvey J. Snapp, Railroad Loan Bldg. 
J. G. Somers, Railroad Loan Bldg. 
Kenneth G. Speir, Hanlin Bldg. 

J. Rodney Stone, Midland Nati Bank Bidg. 
Vernon A. Stroberg, Hanlin Bldg. 
Sam H. Sturm, Court House 

Arthur N. Turner, Randall Bldg. 
Jessie Nye Warren, 60914 Main 
David W. Wheeler, 700 E. 7 
NORTON (NORTON—8th Dist.) 
Earle E. Brehmer, 605 N. Grant St. 
Robert W. Hemphill, Court House 
George P. Nellans, P.O. Box 549 
William B. Ryan 

Keith G. Sebelius, Carter Bldg. 
OAKLEY (LOGAN—8th Dist.) 

J H. Jenson, Farmers State Bank Bldg. 
C. A. Spencer, Court House 

Corwin C. Spencer 

OBERLIN (DECATUR—8th Dist.) 
John M. Bremer, Box 85 

Leaford F. Cushenbery, Box 85 
Wallace T. Wolfe 

OLATHE (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 
William S. Allen, Court House 
Clayton Brenner, Box 26 

John W. Breyfogle, Jr., Patrons Bidg. 
Raymond H. Carr, Johnson County Court House 
Eugene Hackler, Pember Bldg. 

Neal Hambleton, State Bank Bldg. 
Harold L. Hammond, 122 E. Park 
Harley V. Haskin, Green Bldg. 

W. C. Jones 

John L. Kirkpatrick, 114 W. Elm St. 
Rice Lardner, Box 226 

Cyrus Leland, Box 506 

George A. Lowe, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Roy Goins Lowe 

Roy S. Lowe, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Earl E. O’Connor, Court House 

H. Chas. Parrish, Keepers Bldg. 
Howard E. Payne, Savings & Loan Bidg. 
Howard T. Payne, Ogg Bldg. 

James B. Pearson, Court House 
Harold R. Riggs 

Richard G. Rossman 

Wilson Speer, Pember Bldg. 

James A. ler, Jr., Zimmerman Bldg. 











ONAGA (POTTAWATOMIE—2nd Dist.) 
Wayne M. Stallard 

OSAWATOMIE (MIAMI—1st Dist.) 
Willis McQueary, 561 Main Street 
OSBORNE (OSBORNE—Sth Dist.) 

Lloyd C. Bloomer 

Dallas Cordill 

Donald D. Gregory 

O. D. Gregory 

Louis D. James 

Donald J. Magaw 

OSKALOOSA (JEFFERSON—Ist Dist.) 
Wm. C. Leech 

James S. Lester 

OSWEGO (LABETTE—3rd Dist.) 

Roy Bennett, Jr., Court House 

Willis K. Dillenberger 

OTTAWA (FRANKLIN—Ist Dist.) 
Robert A. Anderson, Zeliner Bidg. 

B. F. Bowers, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
William S. Bowers, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Floyd H. Coffman, Court House 
Douglas Gleason, Professional Bldg. 
Thos. E. Gleason, Professional Bldg. 
Basil W. Kelsey, 109 W. 2nd St. 
John B. Pierson, 210 South Main 
Myron Steere, Scate Bank Bldg. 
Donald L. White, 910 Willow 

Winton Winter, 1410 S. Mullony 
OVERLAND PARK (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 
Robert P. Anderson 

James W. Bouska, 8000 W. 86th 

Jack David Cooper, 724 W. 72nd Street 


John J. Gardner, 6927 W. 81st St. 
Lyndus Henry 

Elmer Hoge, 7505 W. 80th St. 
Lawrence R. Magee, 7415 Maple Lane 
Thomas R. Martindale, 7037 Barkley 
Bernard B. Strayer, 7143 W. 80th St. 
Eunice O. Trapp, 6620 W. 69th St. 
PAOLA (MIAMI—Ist Dist.) 

L. Perry Bishop 

William D. Bright 

Edward H. Coughlin 

Robert E. Co: i 

Edwin A. Lee 

Robert H. Miller, 109 South Pearl 
R. I. Nicholson, 109 S. Pearl St. 
Oliver D. Rinehart, Potts Bldg. 

Karl V. Shawver, Jr., Jewell Bidg. 
Wendell Winkler, Theater Bldg. 
PARSONS (LABETTE—3rd Dist.) 
Ellwood W. Beeson, 1807 Broadway 
Elmer W. Columbia, 1807 Broadway 
A. L. Foster, Rust Bldg. 

Jack L. Goodrich, 115% S. 18th 

Oren Gray, 220 N. 31st Se. 

Hal Hyler, Court House 

Glenn Jones, 115% S. 18th 
Lloyd W. Jones, M K T Depot Bldg. 
Webster W. Kimball, 1802 Main St. 
John B. Markham, 1807 Broadway 
F. O. Martin, 11514 So. 18th St. 
William K. Ong, 18024 Main 
James S. Phillips, 2700 Crawford 

J. Logan Shuss, 1802 Main 

Herman W. Smith, Jr., 1807 Broadway 
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Gwendolyn V. Falkenberg, 7240 Horton St. 





PHILLIPSBURG (PHILLIPS—Sth Dist.) 
Frank Hahn, 353 F St. 

Stephen S. Sage 

William Stowell 

W. C. Sullivan 

PITTSBURG (CRAWFORD—3rd Dist.) 
H. Gordon Angwin, Commerce Bldg. 
Alfred L. Burgert, First State Bank of Pittsburg 
Davis S. Carson, 508 Hobson Drive 

Fete Farabi, Professional Bldg. 

Karl K. Grotheer, 4254 N. Broadway 

A. B. Keller, National Bank Bidg. 

R. L. Letton, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Ike Loy, Professional Bldg. 

Morris Matuska, Professional Bldg. 

Charles H. Menghini, National Bank Bldg. 
Fred Mitchelson 

Don Musser, 110 W. 6th St. 

Perry Owsley, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Randall D. Palmer, National Bank FBldg. 
Wilbert W. Phalen, Professional Bldg. 

L. M. Resler, Court House 

Charles J. Rondelli, R. R. #4 

Lawrence M. Walker, Professional Bldg. 
Simeon Webb, Globe Bldg. 

B. W. Weir, Professional Bidg. 

Robert L. White, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Paul L. Wilbert. National Bank Bldg. 
PLAINVILLE (ROOKS—S8th Dist.) 

H. D. Oelschlaeger, 304 S. W. 1st St. 
PLEASANTON (LINN—3rd Dist.) 

Harry C. Blaker 

POTWIN (BUTLER—4th Dist.) 


Charles B. Joseph 

PRAIRIE VILLAGE (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 
Thomas J. Alexander, 4726 W. 78th Terrace 
Robert F. Bennett, 3917 Prairie Lane 
George K. Corbett, 3911 Prairie Lane 
Ralph E. Hoke, 5108 W. 73rd St. 

James R. Hoover, Med. & Office Bldg. 
Donald E. Johnson, 3115 W. 71 Terrace 
Alfred Kuraner, 3617 W. 64 

William E. O’Brien, 7475 Village Drive 
Donald E. Price, 7325 Falmouth 

Eugene G. Wetzel, 7118 Village Drive 
PRATT (PRATT—7th Dist.) 

George Barrett, Peoples Bank Bldg. 
Richard Barrett, Box 444 

M. C. Bucklin, Box 87 

B. V. Hampton, Peoples Bank Bldg. 

John David Megaffin, 203 S. Main 

Eldon L. Meigs, 219-21 S. Main 

Bill Murray 

Clarence E. Renner, Box 806 

RICHFIELD (MORTON—9th Dist.) 

Ben D. Ratzlaff 

RUSSELL (RUSSELL—8th Dist.) 

J. Eugene Balloun, 1735 N. Maple St. 
Glenn V. Banker, Banker Bldg. 

Robert J. Dole, Court House 

Jerry E. Driscoll, Driscoll Row 

Richard M. Driscoll, Driscoll Row 
Robert L. Earnest, Box 46 

Clifford R. Holland, Jr., 525 Main 
George W. Holland 

Herbert N. Holland, 61844 Main St. 
Harold W. McCombs, Building & Loan Bldg. 
Oscar Ostrum, Building & Loan Bldg. 

J. C. Ruppenthal 
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Don B. Slechta, Box 46 

Eric Smith, 73144 Main 

Marvin E. Thompson, 525 Main 
RUSSELL SPRINGS (LOGAN—8th Dist.) 
Earl Artley 

SALINA (SALINE—Sth Dist.) 

Rudolph Barta, Farmers Union Bldg. 
Lawrence O. Bengston, Box 804 

Robert B. Berkley, United Bldg. 

Cari S. Byers, 11214 E. Iron Ave. 
Harold H. Chase, United Bldg. 

C. L. Clark, Planters State Bank Bldg. 
H. F. Crowther, 10214 No. Santa Fe 
Joseph B. Crowther, 1004 E. Iron 
Arthur B. Dillingham, 244 South Santa Fe 
H. H. Dunham, 409 E. Kirwin 

H.N. Eller, 109 E. Iron Ave. 

Robert L. Gowdy, United Bldg. 
Raymond E. Haggart, 10914 N. Santa Fe 
E. S. Hampton, United Bldg. 

Drew Hartnett, 11314 No. Santa Fe 
Bryan J. Hoffman, 109 E. Iron 

Morris V. Hoobler, Western Star Mill. Co. 
Morris Johnson, Farmers Union Bldg. 
Thomas J. Kennedy, 1900 Gebhart 
Clarence L. King, 10414 E. Iron 

Ralph Knittle, 15914 N. Santa Fe 

Tom Lillard, Jr., Planters State Bank Bldg. 
Eugene H. Linville, 1016 S. 9th 

Robert L. Marietta, 244 S. Santa Fe 
Alexander H. Miller, 112 E. Iron 
William C. Millikin, Millikin Bldg. 
James P. Mize, Planters State Bank Bldg. 
C. Stanley Nelson, United Bldg. 

F. C. Norton, United Bldg. 

John Q. Royce, United Bldg. 

Elmer J. Schumacher, 120 N. Santa Fe 
Jack N. Stewart, 1415 Pawnee 

Lou Tickel, 11314 N. Santa Fe 

Kenneth D. Travis, Box 604 

D. E. Watson, Farmers Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
John Weckel, 849 Pearl 

J. Herb Wilson, Court House 

SCOTT CITY (SCOTT—9th Dist.) 
Charles H. Fleming, Box 433 

D. B. Lang 

Harold B. Lewis, Box 181 

James W. Wallace 


SEDAN (CHAUTAUQUA—4th Dist.) 
Carl Ackarman 

R. O. Robbins, Box 118 

John M. Wall 

SENECA (NEMAHA—2nd Dist.) 

John D. Cunningham, Box 7 

William M. Drumm 

Harry A. Lanning 

SHARON SPRINGS (WALLACE—8th Dist.) 
Jesse I. Linder 

James E. Taylor 

SHAWNEE (JOHNSON—Ist Dist.) 
Eugene F. Gastl, 5921 Ballentine 

Jerre F. Hersh, Jr., 12202 W. 56th St. 
SMITH CENTER (SMITH—8th Dist.) 
A. W. Relihan 

T. D. Relihan 

Terry E. Relihan 

Arno Windscheffel, 210 South Main 


STERLING (RICE—7th Dist.) 
T. Gra Gaston 
J. Paul Stevenson 
ST. FRANCIS (CHEYENNE—8th Dist.) 
D. H. Postlethwaite 
Fred Rueb 
ST. JOHN (STAFFORD—7th Dist.) 
Jack Copeland 
Morris Garvin 
ne qo 
Harry 
STOCKTON. ‘ooKs—arh Dist.) 
D. A. Hindman, Box 294 
STRONG CITY (CHASE—4th Dist.) 
Dudley Doolittle 
ay bed (HASKELL—9th Dist.) 
G.D 
SYRACUSE (HAMILTON—9th Dist.) 
P. C. Frazee 
James S. Terrill 
TESCOTT (OTTAWA—Sth Dist.) 
John C. Anderson 
Jerry J. Berkley 
TONGANOXIE. — Dist.) 
Melvin L. Kodas, Box 413 
TOPEKA (SHAWNEE—2nd Dist.) 
Connie Achterberg, State Highway Commission 
Adrian J. Allen, 214 W. 6th St. 
George S. Allen, V. F. W. Bldg. 
Harry K. Allen, 1247 Clay 
Otis S. Allen, V. F. W. Bldg. 
Richard C. Allen, 823 Quincy 
A.N. Alt, Central Bldg. 
Donald C. Amrein, 2300 Boswell Ct. 
Harold E. Andler, 2810 Wisconsin 
Lawrence P. Andra, Apt. 81, Washburn Univ. 
L. M. Ascough, Insurance Bldg. 
Harvey D. Ashworth, New England Bldg. 
Marion Beatty, Columbian Bldg. 
James E. Benfer, Columbian Bldg. 
Melvin DeWayne Benitz, 1518 Washburn 
Mark L. Bennett, New England Bldg. 
John R. Blair, 1608 College 
Wm. R. Brady, 501 Jackson 
Harry E. Brennan, 1288 College 
Raymond Briman, New England Bldg. 
Wallace M. Buck, Jr., 3616 Avalon Lane 
Roy L. Bulkley, New England Bldg. 
Philip E. Buzick, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Rodell Capper, 1510 Medford Ave. 
Montie S. Carlisle, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
John Carlson, 2111 Wayne 
Marlin S. Casev. Columbian Bldg. 
Paul F. Casey, 1525 Lincoln 
Walter T. Chaney, New England Bldg. 
Clyde N. Christey, 2102 Potomac Dr. 
Arthur L. Claussen, New England Bldg. 
Glenn D. Cogswell, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg 
Harry W. Colmery, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg 
Robert M. Corbett, 1778 College 
John K. Corkhill, 1236 Woodward 
L. M. Cornish, Ir, Nat’! Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Franklin Corrick. 3rd Floor, State House 
Charles H. Cory, 3020 Sowers Ct. 
M. F. Coserove, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
A. Harrv Crane. New England Bldg. 
Sam A. Crow, New England Bldg. 
Wricht W. Crummett, Nat’! Reserve Bldg. 
Tom W. Cunningham, New England Bldg. 
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Arthur F. Davis, Stormont Bldg. 

Charles L. Davis, Jr., National Reserve Bldg. 
Clayton M. _—_ New England Bldg. 
Eugene W. Davis, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Hal C. Davis, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bidg. 
John S. Dawson, 1192 Fillmore 

J. S. Dean, Jr., Columbian Bidg. 

Jacob A. Dickinson, New England Bldg. 
William W. Dimmitt, Jr., New England Bldg. 
Harold E. Doherty, Columbian Bldg. 

Robert W. Domme, 807 Western 

J. E. DuMars, New England Bldg. 

O. B. Eidson, New England Bldg. 

Louis F. Eisenbarth, 633 Kansas Ave. 

John A. Emerson, Columbian Bldg. 

L. H. Euler, New England Bldg. 

Jean C. Evans, 2400 W. 24th 

John Evans, 1623 Lincoln 

Charles L. Ewing, Santa Fe Genl. Off. Bldg. 
Donald D. Farmer, 751 Armagh 

Harold R. Fatzer, State House 

Charles S. Fisher, Jr., New England Bldg. 
David H. Fisher, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Richard Foote, 1011 Douthitt 

J. Richard Foth, New England Bldg. 

Robert J. Fowks, Washburn Law School 
Maurice D. Freidberg, Natl. Bk. of Topeka Bldg. 
Richard Funk, Columbian Bldg. 

James L. Galle, Dibble Bldg. 

Wendell Garlinghouse, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Philip C. Gault, New England Bldg. 

Allen Gerye, 351 Woodbury 

Clarence J. Gideon, 109 West Laurent 

Ralph F. Glenn, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Lester M. Goodell. Columbian Bldg. 

James B. Grant, Washburn Univ. 

Byron M. Gray, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Jay D. Gray, 3827 Sena Drive 

William A. Gray, 823 Quincy 

Barton E. Griffith, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
James L. Grimes, Jr., Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
James Robert Groff, Nat'l Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Frederick E. Gulick, Third Floor, State House 
Joseph R. Hachey, Washburn University 

Fred Hall, State House 

Lloyd Hall, 121 E. 8th 

Antrim M. Hambleton, 213 The Drive 


W. Glenn Hamilton, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 


W. E. Haney, Natl. Reserve Bldg. 

Vernon T. Hanlon, 211 Topeka Blvd. 

Murray F. Hardesty, New England Bldg. 

W. W. Harvey, 1505 Jewell 

E. H. Hatcher, National Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Doral H. Hawks, New Eneland Bldg. 

William G. Haynes, 714 Western 

Robert D. Hecht, 3406 W. 10th 

Barney J. Heeney, Jr.. Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Paul H. Heinz, Court House 

Charles N. Henson, Jr., State House 

William Hergenreter, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Eugene W. Hiatt, Casson Bldg. 

Charles H. Hobart, State House 

Nellie Ruth Huffman, Columbian Bldg. 

W. A. Huxman., Federal Bide. 

A. Allison Hybsha, 1431 Harrison 

Craig Irwin, 1907 Gage 

Robert R. Irwin, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Samuel C. Jackson, 410 Kansas Ave. 


Schuyler W. Jackson, Law School, Washburn U. 
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J. R. James, State House 

John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison 

Balfour Jeffrey, 3141 W. 15th St. 

Beryl R. Johnson, Court House 

Robert Stone Johnson, Columbian Bldg. 
Howard A. Jones, National Reserve Bldg. 
Robert R. Jones, Columbian Bldg. 

John E. Kirk, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Clayton E. Kline, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Ralph L. Larson, New England Bldg 
Wilbur G. Leonard, 841 Oakley 

George J. Lewis, Box 27, Topeka Air Force 


Depot ; 
John W. Lewis, Columbian Bldg. 
Philip H. Lewis, New England Bldg. 
T. M. Lillard, New England Bldg. 
Harry R. Logan, 839 N. Kansas Ave. 
Helen L. Loomis, 1421 Pembroke Lane 
Leon W. Lundblade, 1114 W. 13th St. 
Robert A. McClure, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Dean McElhenny, Court House 
Wm. B. McElhenny, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Margaret McGurnaghan, Columbian Bldg. 
Ray R. McKinley, 1826 Pembroke Lane 
Gene McKinney, New England Bldg. 
Herbert Marshall, New England Bldg. 
Ward D. Martin, New England Bldg. 
Don Matlack, Washburn University 
Allen Meyers, New England Bldg. 
Will J. Miller, Jr., 700 Harrison 
William M. Mills, Jr., Merchants Natl. Bank 
Ted R. Morgan, 205 Western 
Lawrence Munns, 1544 Stratford Rd. 
Turner Murrell, New England Bldg. 
Miles D. Mustain, Washburn Apartments 
Terrance J. Muth, Washburn University 
Joe Nickell, 904 Nickell Rd. 
Norman Norburg, New England Bldg. 
Ralph W. Oman. Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Alfred B. Page, 216 W. 6th St. 
Jay S. Parker, State House 
William L. Parker, Jr., 2508 Valley Brook Lane 
Sherman A. Parks, 320 Taylor 
Donald Patterson, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Joe W. Peel, 5436 W. 18th 
Richard M. Pickler, 4321 Drury Lane 
Leonard W. Pipkin, Jr., Columbian Bldg. 
Melvin C. Poland, 3729 W. 12th St. 
Charles F. Pomeroy, 935 Western Ave 
Elwaine F. Pomeroy, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
James W. Porter, New England Bldg. 
David Prager, New England Bldg. 
Harlow Preston, Columbian Bldg. 
Robert T. Price, State House 
C. J. Putt, AT&SF Railway Co. 
Carl W. Quarnstrom, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
James L. Quinn, New England Bldg. 
Fred W. Rausch, Tr., State House 
John Eugene Redmon, 3000 Indiana 
William L. Rees, Columbian Bldg. 
Jean B. Reeves, A.T.& S.F. Office Bldg. 
Ernest J. Rice, Columbian Bldg. 
Clair E. Robb, State House 
Charles H. Rooney, New England Bldg. 
Charles H. Rooney, Jr., New England Bldg. 
Stanley R. Roose, New England Bldg. 
F. J. Rost, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Robert J. Roth, 1717 Belle 
H. A. Russell, 1325 Wayne 
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Marie Russell, State House ULYSSES (GRANT—9th Dist.) 
Robert E. Russell, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. Frank R. Collins 

Frank C. Sabatini, 3355 Brendan Edward F. Russell 

Mary Schowengerdt, 1259 High H. W. eed 

Alfred G. Schroeder, State House W. P. Wes 


Harold R. Schroeder, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 


Gene E. Schroer, V.F.W. Bldg. 

C. Dean Scott, Washburn University 

Charles S. Scott, 410 Kansas Ave. 

Elisha Scott, 410 Kansas Ave. 

George A. Scott, Columbian Bldg. 

Warren W. Shaw, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
Richard D. Shiney, 1298 Colle, 

John W. Shuart, Columbian Bldg. 

Fred Six, State House 

Dan L. Slavens, 1712 Belle Ave. 

Eldon Sloan, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

E. R. Sloan, Federal Bldg. 

F. A. Sloan, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 

James W. Sloan, Natl. Bank of Topeka’ Bldg. 
Hall Smith, Columbian Bldg. 

James E. Smith, Natl. Bank a Topeka Bidg. 
Lynn D. Smith, Jr., New England Bldg. 

Wn. A. Smith, 1835 MacVicar 

Irwin Snattinger, Natl. Bank of T: sa Bldg. 
Harry Snyder, Jr., New England Bldg. 

Ed H. Sondker, V.E.W. Bldg 

Jerry M. Sorrick, Washburn = 
Warren Southard, 627 Topeka 

Dale A. Spiegel, State House 

Olin Stansbury, Jr., 3701 W. 21st 

Harold L. Steinrauf, 659 MacVicar 

O. R. Stites, Jr., Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
William B. Stokes, Washburn University 

D. J. Stoops, W: Washburn University 

Floyd D. Strong, Insurance Bldg. 

Walter G. Scumbo, Natl. Bank Topeka Bldg. 
Jack L. Summers, Nat’! Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Walter G. Thiele, 1828 Oakley 

W. K. Thompson, Columbian Bldg. 

Stephen A. Tillotson, 3401 Huntoon 

John William Townsend, 641 Harrison 

W. E. Treadway, A.T.& SF. Railway Co. 
Robert R. Turney, New England Bldg. 

Willard Van Slyck, Jr., Natl. Bk of Topeka Bldg. 
Tinkham Veale, Veale Bldg. 

Ernest N. Vickers, Capitol Federal Bldg. 
George D. Wagstaff, Washburn University 
James D. Waugh, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Robert L. Webb, Natl. Bank of Topeka Bldg. 
Edward J. Webber, Natl. Reserve Bldg. 
Robert B. Webber, 2108 Potomac Drive 
John C. Weeks, Third Floor, State House 
William J. Wertz, 600 W. 1ith 

Edwin M. Wheeler, A.T.& S.F. Ry. Co. 


W. Kenneth Wilke, Natl. Bank a Topeka Bldg. 


Al F. Williams, New England Bldg. 
J. Robert Wilson, Town House 
James G. Winn, 2132 Potomac Drive 
TRIBUNE (GREELEY—9th Dist.) 
Brainard L. Anderson, Beckstrom Bldg. 
Martin F. Trued, Beckstrom Bldg. 
TROY (DONIPHAN—Ist Dist.) 

A. O. Delaney, Jr. 

Jack R. Euler 

Robert Guier 

Robert A. Reeder 

Wm. H. Strahan 

George Van Bebber 


VALLEY CENTER (SEDGWICK—6th Dist.) 

Byron T. Rowell, 119 N. Meridian St. 

VALLEY FALLS (JEFFERSON—Ist Dist.) 

Gordon K, Lowry 

WAKEENEY (TREGO—8th Dist.) 

Ralph H. Clark, Clark Bldg. 

Ernest J. Deines, Post Office Bldg. 

William Wagner, P.O. Bldg. 

WAKEFIELD (CLAY—5Sth Dist.) 

Dan H. Myers, Farmers & Merchants Bank Bidg. 

WAMEGO "@OTTAWATOMIE—2ad Dist.) 

Robert Ka 

Richard M. » Push, Box 51 

James E. Sullivan, 628 Lincoln 

WASHINGTON (WASHINGTON—5Sth Dist.) 

A. C. Bokelman 

Herbert Hyland 

Farel R. Lobaugh 

Floyd D. Sorrick, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

WATERVILLE (MARSHALL—5th Dist.) 

Rowland Edwards 

WELLINGTON (SUMNER—6th Dist.) 

Harlan C. Altman, Jr. 

Bert E. Church, Security State Bank Bldg. 

Robert H. Cobean, Security State Bank Bldg. 

William M. Ferguson 

Ford Harbaugh 

Lewis E. Nugen, Court House 

John Potucek, First Natl. Bank Bidg. 

Wendell Ready, Box 45 

R. J. Renn 

F. M. Rogers, 111 E. Harvey Ave. 

Gerald Rogers 

C. E. Russell 

Tom L. Schwinn, 107 E. Lincoln 

W. H. Schwinn, 107 E. Lincoln 

WESTMORELAND (POTTAWATOMIE— 

2nd Dist.) 

John W. Brookens 

WICHITA (SEDGWICK—6th Dist.) 

Mark H. Adams, W. K. H. Bldg. 

Mark H. Adams, II, 1317 N. Parkwood 

J. E. Alexander, Derby Bldg. 

Fred W. Aley, 303 S. Main St. 

D. Clifford Allison, 444 N. Market 

Richard B. Altman, 1744 N. Yale Ave. 

Roy E. Angle, Orpheum Bldg. 

Edward F. Arn, 26 Linwood 

Les Arvin, Schweiter Bldg. 

George M. Ashford, Court House 

W. C. Attwater, Rule Bldg. 

Virginia Babb, 1432 Fairmont Ave. 

Daniel C. Bachman, Bitting Bldg. 

Robert F. Bailey, M & B Professiona! Bidz. 

George W. Ball, Beacon Bldg. 

J. O. Ballinger, 3342 S. Osage 

Leonard F. Banowetz, 250 N. St. Francis 

James R. Barr, Union Nat'l Bldg. 

Samuel E. Bartlett, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Fred A. Beaty, Beacon Bldg. 

aS Beck, Wichita Federal Savings & Loan 
Bldg. 

Oscar F. Belin, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Carl A. Bell, Jr., Schweiter Bldg. 
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Donald A. Bell, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Ellis Bever, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Emmet A. Blaes, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Harold L. Blake, Schweiter Bldg. 

Vincent L. Bogart, 3909 Bella Vista 

Harlin ad —_ +? a, 

W. A. Bonwell, Jr., Beacon 

Bernard V. Borst, 2366 Halstead 

John E. Boyer, Wichita Fed. Savings & Loan 


Robert G. Braden, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 


Byron Brainerd, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Ward C. Bray, 828 S. Edgemoor 
Sidney J. Brick, Beacon Bidg. 
John W. Brimer, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Ralph R. Brock, Brown Bldg. 
Benjamin H. Brown, 627 N. Main 
Joseph H. Brown, 12114 S. Main 
Norman L. Brown, 1214 S. Main 
Charles C. Browning, Jr., 721 Litchfieid 
Dale Bruce, Schweiter Bldg. 
Dale M. Bryant, Schweiter Bldg. 
Carl L. Buck, Beacon Bldg. 
F. L. Buellesfeld, 5118 E. Pine 
Bernice Burket, 155 N. Pershing 
Thomas M. Burns, Petroleum Bldg. 
L. John Callahan, 2308 Marigold Lane 
Stuart R. Carter, 4th Natl. Bank Bidg. 
Louis W. Cates, Union Center Bldg. 
Robert L. Chestnut, 902 N. Old Manor 
Clement F. Clark, County Court House 
Earl M. Clarkson, Jr., 2121 N. Broadway 
Robert M. Coffman, Union Nat’! Bldg. 
Robert A. Coldsnow, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
George B. Collins, Petroleum Bldg. 
Eugene G. Coombs, Beacon Bldg. 
Dale H. Cooper, 140 S. Dellrose 
Lloyd F. Cooper, W. K. H. Bldg. 
Charles E. Cotton, Schweiter Bldg. 
Wayne Coulson, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Russell Cranmer, 444 N. Market 
Morris H. Cundiff, Schweiter Bldg. 
Lawrence E. Curfman, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
John Jay Darrah, Legal Bld 
Carl H. Davis, Schweiter Bldg. 
Robert L. Davis, Schweiter Bldg. 
C. Robert Deeds, 1716 S. Tope! 
John Dekker, Brown Bldg. 
George R. Docking, Petroleum Bldg. 
Herbert K. Dodd, 650 Courtleigh 
Paul J. Donaldson, Wichita Fed. Savings Bldg. 
Daniel D. Dwyer, County Court House 
James D. Dye, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Keith Eales, Insurance Bldg. 
Port Early, Insurance Bldg. 
John F. Eberhardt, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Richard L. Ebersole, 1558 Holyoke 
Harry L. Eddy, 444 S. Market 
in Esco, W. K. H. Bldg. 
Ferd E. Evans, Jr., Brown Bldg. 
J. D. Fair, Central Bldg. 
Wm. C. Farmer, Federal Bldg. 
Orval L. Fisher, 1926 N. Edwards 
D. Emmett Foley, Derby Bldg. 
Ralph B. Foster, 5102 E. Pine 
Robert C. Foulston, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
John C. Frank, Union Nat’! Bldg. 

ohn Frazier, 4240 Bellaire 

ent Frizzell, 102714 W. Douglas 
William L. Fry, 444 N. Market 


157 


Justus H. Fugate, 3238 E. Central Ave. 
Lyndon Gamelson, Union Center Bidg. 
Theodore R. Gardner, 627 N. Main 

Lee Garrett, Central Bldg. 

Stanley Garrity, K. G. & E. Bld, 

Wilbur D. Geeding, Beacon Bldg. 
Theodore C. Geisert, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Yale W. Gifford, Beacon Bldg. 

Ralph E. Gilchrist, Beacon Bldg. 

Harry M. Gillig, Kaufman Bldg. 

S. J. Glaves, Union Center Bidg. 

Guy L. Goodwin, Insurance Bidg. 

H. W. Goodwin, Insurance Bldg. 

Homer V. Gooing, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Henry V. Gott, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Ronald M. Gott, First Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Jack H. Greene, Beacon Bldg. 

Jimmie E. Grey, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
George E. Grist, Bitting Bldg. 

Max L. Hamilton, Insurance Bldg. 

Tom Harley, Bitting Bldg. 

W. B. Harms, W. K. H. Bldg. 

Charles W. Harris, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Richard Copley Harris, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
George E. Hasty, 214444 N. Broadway 

H. E. Pat Healy, Union Nat'l Bldg. 

Henry E. Herrman, 340 S. Broadway 
Arthur W. Hershberger, Union Center Bldg. 
J. Francis Hesse, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Franklin Hiebert, Insurance Bldg. 
Kenneth H. Hiebsch, Schweiter Bldg. 

W. P. Higgins, Brown Bldg. 

Delmas C. Hill, Federal Bldg. 

Fred Hinkle, Schweiter Bld. 

W. W. Hiss, 2711 E. Dou 

Richard C. Hite, 1631 South Yale 

James Hobson, Beacon Bldg. 

Richard K. Hollingsworth, Court House 
Lester A. Holloway, 530 N. Market 
Manford Holly, Central Bldg. 

Laurence S. Holmes, Orpheum Bldg. 
Richard W. Holmes, Beacon Bldg. 
George J. Hondros, Wichita Fed. Savings Bldg. 
Ralph M. Hope, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Herb Hopper, Union Center Bldg. 

H. C. Howe, 739 S. Belmont 

Charles B. Hudson, Bitting Bldg. 

Oliver H. Hughes, a 
Roetzel Jochems, Farmers & ers Life Bldg. 
W. D. Jochems, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Arthur G. Johnson, Bitting Bldg. 

Robert W. Johnson, Schweiter Bldg. 
Charles E. Jones, W. K. H. Bldg. 

H. E. Jones, Union Center Bldg. 

Jerome E. Jones, Union Center Bldg. 
Richard O. Jones, Union Center Bldg. 
Wilbvr H. Jones, Schweiter Bldg. 

G. Mitchell Jordan, 850 N. Terrace Dr. 
Lloyd M. Kagey, Insurance Bldg. 

W. A. Kahrs, Union Center Bldg. 

Albert L. Kamas, Schweiter Bldg. 

Wm. C. Kandt, Court House 

Robert W. Kaplan, 235 N. Oliver 

Philip Kassebaum, First Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Orva' J. Kaufman, 6227 Jacqueline St. 
Patrick F. Kelly, Union Center Bldg. 

Dale Kidwell, Beacon Bldg. 

Paul R. Kitch, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Nicholas Klein, 2908 S. Davidson 
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Howard C. Kline, Court House 

Otto J. Koerner, Bitting Bldg. 

Milton A. Koopman, 418 Commerce St. 

J. Fred Kubik, Brown Bldg. 

Hubert R. Kuhn, Beacon Bldg. 

Verne M. Laing, Brown Bidg. 

Donald E. Lambdin, Schweiter Bldg. 
Henry Lampl, Hillcrest Apts. 

John F E. Lancelot, 4th Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Gerald D. Lasswell, 2452 N. Amidon 
Leonard A. Levand, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Chester I. Lewis, Jr., 1822 Rumsey 

W. F. Lilleston, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Charles S. Lindberg, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Robert S. Lomax, Bitting Bldg. 

Earle H. Loveless, Jr., 4th Nad. Bank Bldg. 
George D. McCarthy, Beacon Bldg. 

J. Ruse McCarthy, Ist Natl. Bank Bidg. 
Ora D. McClellan, Beacon Bldg. 

Getto McDonald, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Ronald R. McEnulty, Insurance Bldg. 
Francis E. McMaster, Brown Bldg. 

Calvin L. McMillan, 1619 N. Hillside 
Ernest McRae, City Hall 

Norman G. Maben, Schweiter Bldg. 

John Madden, Jr., Beacon Bldg. 

Clifford L. Malone, WKH Bldg. 

Harold Malone, Bitting Bldg. 

J. Ashford Manka, WKH Bldg. 

Marvin J. Martin, Brown Bldg. 

Robert Martin, Petroleum Bldg. 

Henry E. Martz, Court House 

Louise Mattox, 444 N. Market 

J. R. Mayall, Beacon Bldg. 

Lee R. Meador, Bitting Bldg. 

Phillip S. Mellor, 303 S. Main 

Cecil E. Merkel, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 
Robert G. Merrick, 303 N. Edgemoor Drive 
Gerald Michaud, Beacon Bldg. 

A. Martin Millard, Insurance Bidg. 
Hubert E. Miller, 212 N. Market 

Malcolm Miller, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Stanley C. Miner, Central Bldg. 

Donald I. Mitchell, Beacon Bldg. 

Warner Moore, Court House 

LaVerne G. Morin, 406 S. Belmont 

C. H. Morris, M & B Professional Bldg. 
Lester L. Morris, Brown Bldg. 

Robert L. Morrison, Union Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Robert B. Morton, Legal Bldg. 

Richard F. Mullins, Beacon Bldg. 

A. Wayne Murphy, 444 N. Market 

C. Edward Murray, Orpheum Bldg. 
Thomas D. Mustard, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
John Grant Napier, 128 No. Parkwood Lane 
James B. Nash, Bitting Bldg. 

Robert H. Nelson, Union Center Bldg. 
Robert L. NeSmith, 3238 E. Central 
Donald R. Newkirk, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Kenneth M. Nohe, 2524 N. Chautauqua 
James J. Noone, 819 Union Center Bldg. 
Clark V. Owens, Bitting Bldg. 

Robert A. Page, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
William E. Palmer, Union Center Bldg. 
Robert N. Partridge, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 
J. B. Patterson, Union Center Bldg. 

Geo. E. Peabody, Beacon Bldg. 


William F. Pielsticker, Union Natl. Bank Bldg, 
Robert L. Piper, Farmers & Bankers Life Bldg. 


Eugene L. Pirtle, 303 S. Main 

William G. Plested, Jr., Box 458 

Bill J. Porter, Fourth Nat’l Bank Bldg. 

William Porter, Fourth Nat’l Bank Bldg. 

George B. Powers, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

K. W. Pringle, Schweiter Bldg. 

K. W. Pringle, Jr., Petroleum Bldg. 

C. H. Pugh, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Hugh P. Quinn, Fourth Nat’! Bank Bldg. 

Cliff W. Ratner, 444 N. Market 

Fayne H. Ratner, 444 N. Market 

Payne H. Ratner, Jr., 444 N. Marker 

Richard A. Render, Schweiter Bldg. 

Harry E. Robbins, Jr., Beacon Bldg. 

William I. Robinson, W. K. H. Bldg. 

Roy L. Rogers, Brown Bldg. 

Hal Ross, W. K. H. Bldg. 

Keith Sanborn, Court House 

J. Wirth Sargent, Farmers & Bankers Life Bidg. 

James W. Sargent, Jr., Farmers & Bankers 
Life Bldg. 

E. E. Sattgast, Court House 

Gerald Sawatzky, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Wa. F. Schell, Petroleum Bldg. 

Paul W. Schmidt, Schweiter Bldg. 

Andrew Schoeppel, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Ted Schweiter, 1776 Harvard 

John S. Seeber, 2643 N. Grove 

Thomas F. Seed, 431 South Main 

H. Jay Setter, U. S. District Court 

Glenn J. Shanahan, Schweiter Bldg. 

Douglas E. Shay, Beacon Bldg. 

Orville A. Sheffer, Central Bldg. 

Garner E. Shriver, Schweiter Bldg. 

Russell Shultz, Beacon Bldg. 

Robert M. Siefkin, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Carl T. Smith, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Paul V. Smith, Beacon Bldg. 

P. K. Smith, Brown Bldg. 

Robert Moore Smith, Jr., 5518 Coe Drive 

Stanford J. Smith, Brown Bldg. 

Otto R. Souders, Schweiter Bldg. 

Clarence Sowers, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Claude Sowers, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

John Sowers, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

George Spradling, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Don B. Stahr, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Geo. Stallwitz, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

George W. Staplin, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Richard W. Stavely, 1st Natl. Bank Bide. 

I. H. Stearns, Schweiter Bldg. 

Robert T. Stephan, 1821 University 

Kenneth P. Stewart, Wichita Fed. Savings Bldg. 

John N. Stice, Bitting Bldg. 

Dale B. Stinson, Jr, 9624 W. 3rd 

George L. Stockwell, 2602 Porter 

Dale Stucky, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 

J. Edward Taylor, Jr., Brown Bldg. 

Rupert Teall, Schweiter Bldg. 

Curtis D. Terflinger, 2228 Jardine Dr. 

Robert A. Thiessen, Bitting Bldg. 

Wm. P. Thompson, Union Center Bldg. 

George E. Tiffany, Jr., Union Nat'l Bldg. 

Lewin E. Timmerman, Beacon Bldg. 

Wm. P. Timmerman, Beacon Bldg. 

Ray H. Tinder, Orpheum Bldg. 

Donald C. Tinker, Jr., 4th Nati, Bank Bldg. 

William Tinker, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Daniel D. Tontz, Beacon Bldg. 











MEMBERS IN ARMED FORCES 


Milo M. Unruh, Beacon Bldg. 

E. P. Villepigue, Schweiter Bldg. 

Orlin L. Wagner, Schweiter Bldg. 

Robert E. Lee Walker, Beacon Bidg. 

Dwight S. Wallace, 4th Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Leroy Warner, Orpheum Bldg. 

P. J. Warnick, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Roy H. Wasson, Union Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Hugo T. Wedell, First Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Lawrence Weigand, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Edward Weil, Union Nat'l Bank Bldg. 

Armin Weiskirch, Central Bldg. 

Clyde Wendelken, Brown Bldg. 

John H. Wenzel, Bitting Bldg. 

Waldo B. Wetmore, Bitting Bldg. 

Leo R. Wetta, Beacon Bldg. 

Lawrence J. Wetzel, Bitting Bldg. 

Paul H. White, Petroleum Bldg. 

Arch L. Williams, 2225 W. 13th 

> Wisdom, Farmers & Bankers Life 
Z. 

Oliver A. Witterman, 321 W. Douglas 

Thomas A. Wood, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 

Ambrose Woodard, 60114 N. Main 

A. Price Woodard, 60144 N. Main 

Thomas E. Woods, Schweiter Bldg. 

John B. Wooley, Beacon B: Idg. 

Gerrit Wormhoudt, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
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Milton Zacharias, Schweiter Bldg. 
Harold A. Zelinkoff, Central Bldg. 

C. Zimmerman, Schweiter Bldg. 

Julian H. Zimmerman, Union Center Bldg. 
WINFIELD (COWLEY—4th Dist.) 
Warren Andreas, Ist Natl. Bank Bldg. 

E. T. Bloomer, State Bank Bldg. 

Stewart S. Bloss, State Bank Bldg. 
Lawrence E. Christenson, State Bank Bldg. 
Grant H. Cole, 119 E. 9th 

Albert Faulconer, 1411 E. 9th 

John A. Herlocker, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Harry O. Janicke, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
Chandler F. Jarvis, Box 702 

M. E. Jarvis, First National Bank Bldg. 
Lyle W. Loomis, 1st Natl. Bank Bldg. 
George T. McNeish, State Bank Bldg. 

G. D. McSpadden, State Bank Bldg. 
Marion P. Mathews, State Bank Bldg. 
W. R. Mathews, State Bank Bldg. 

Kay Roberts, Box 522 

Lloyd S. Roberts, 119 E 9th St. 

V. J. Rosecrans, 12214 E. 9th 

YATES CENTER (WOODSON—3rd Dist.) 
Clyde Hill, 110 E. Rutledge 

E. E. Lamb, 110 E. Rutledge 

Leo W. Mills 


ASSOCIATION MEMBERS IN THE 
ARMED FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES 


Lt. B. L. Pringle, Qt. 253 Apt. 8, Marine Corps 
Air Station, El Toro (Santa Ana) Cali- 
fornia. 

2nd Lt. Kenith R Howard, Jr., Hq. Sq. 479th 
FDWgz, George AFB, California. 

Gene A. Powell, 595 E. Washington, Pasadena, 
California. 

Capt. H. B. McClellan AO738935, HQRONSEC 
51st FIW, APO 235, San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia. 

Lt. (JG) Gailen L. Keeling, USS Boxer (CVS- 
21) c/o FPO, San Francisco, California. 

Lt. Ronald B. Stang, 308th Air Refueling Sqdn. 
Hunter AFB, Savannah, Georgia. 

Dick N. Klassen, Nickerson, Kansas. 

Rodney -H. Busey, 609 N. Volutsia, Wichita, 

nsas. 

John McBride, 312 N. Fountain, Wichita, Kan- 
sas. 


lst Lt. Alan K. Shearer, Maneuvers Claims Of- 
fice, Fort Polk, Louisiana. 

Lt. Warren Hall Coutts, III, Asst. Staff Judge 
Advocate, L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, 
Massachusetts. 

Capt. Ralph G. Henley, 061407, AOAC 1-58 
Sect. B, Fr. Sill, Oklahoma. 

Gaylon K. Kintner, Office of S.J.A., Charleston 
AFB, South Carolina. 

Lt. Chapin D. Clark, 217 Leavell Dr., El Paso, 
Texas. 

Lt. Donald P. Blinn, Box 246, Harlingen AFB, 
Harlingen, Texas. 

Lt. Hall Smith, Jr., Box 1514, Ellington AFB, 
Houston, Texas. 

1/Lt. Charles J. Carroll, P. O. Box 259, Hill Air 
Force Base, Utah. 

Thomas E. Allen, Rt. 7, Box 614, Olympia, 
Washington. 
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NON-RESIDENT MEMBERS 


PRESCOTT, ARIZONA 
Keith F. Quail, Box 1391 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 
W. A. Buzick, Jr., 1555 Bancroft Ave. 
Brock R. McPherson, 721 Ulloa 
SAN MATEO, CALIFORNIA 
Max Coldiron, 3410 Edison St. (Apt. C) 
VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA 
Harold E. Fielding, 6874 Woodley Ave. 
BOULDER, COLORADO 
Keith B. Neville, 2960 N. 19th St. 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO 
David W. Enoch, a Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
DENVER, COLORA 
Chevles’ W. McDermott, Denver Club Bldg. 
Wendell P. Sayers, Ernest & Cranmer Bldg. 
LAKEWOOD, COLORADO ‘ 
Harold Zimmer, 3 Lakewood Heights Dr. 
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 
Donald C. Studley, 1101 Montgomery Road, 
SONVILLE, FLORIDA 
JACKSONVILLE, 
Roger L. Davis, 1003 Crestdale St. 
PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 
D. W. Fellers, Kennedy Bldg. 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ILLINOIS 
R. W. Daeschner, 310 E. Fairview 
MONMOUTH, ILLINOIS : 
Eldridge H. Henning, 125 W. First Ave. 
JOWA CITY, |OWA ; 
Betty Van der Smissen, 310 N. Clinton 
KENSINGTON, MARYLAND 
Charles C. McCarter, 4701 Saul Road 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 
*J. N. Welch, 60 State St. 
er a <a 
Ih K. Noyes, ui 
IXCKSON, MISSISSIPPI 
Roger L. Tuttle, 3529 Galloway Ave. 
BUTLER, MISSOURI 
Walter Weston Pierce, 1 N. Main Street 
KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 
*R. S. Barnett, 5707 Cherry 
Laird P. Bowman, Bryant Bldg. 
Arthur Brewster, Telephone ee 
Lloyd Burke Bronston, 4820 E. 63rd Trafficway 
Duane A. Bush, Commerce Trust Bldg. 
James R. Cope, 4420 W. 70th Terr. 
Robert I. Donnellan, Dierks Bldg. 
C. William Garver, Dierks Bldg. 
Frank L. Hagaman, Commerce Bldg. 
W. H. Hoffstot, Bryant Bldg. 
Herb Horowitz, 2016 W. 72nd Terrace 
Robert D. Hovey, Federal Reserve Bank Bidg. 
J. W. Kelly, 301 W. Armour 
Clifford B. Kimberly, Dierks Bldg. 
Harlow B. King, Commerce Bldg. 
Hugh B. Kuder, Jr., Bryant Bldg. 
Clark Kuppinger, Bryant Bldg. 
Eldon L. Lackey, Commerce Bldg. 
Paul Lackie, 7232 Jarboe 
Robert S. Lemon, Dwight Bldg. 
George S. Lindsay, Box 1099 
George E. Murray, 1200 Oak 
Jeff A. Robertson, 1221 Baltimore 
Marion George Russell, Bryant Bld 
Thomas M. Scofield, 3111 W. 72nd Terrace 





*Honorary Member 


Carl E. Stallard, 7731 Aberdeen Road 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 
Charles A. Betsher, 1511 Breezeridge Dr. 
Carl T. Fisher, Federal Reserve Bank 
John E. McCullough, 906 Olive St. 
Lloyd S. Miller, Telephone Bldg. 
John Mohler, 1010 Pine St. 
OMAHA, NEBRASKA 
Graydon Luthey, 4951 Hamilton, Apt. 11 
SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 
William H. Vernon, Santa Fe Nat'l Bank 
NEW YORK CITY, NEW YORK 
Ralph Gore, Squibb Bldg. 
*Harold R. Medina, U. S. Court House 
Edward A. Metcalf, III, 072521, Judge Advo- 
cate Div., Hq., U. S. Army Europe, APO 
403, N. Y., N. Y. 
Earle J. Richey, c/o American Consulate, 
APO 843, N. Y., N. Y. 
i= M. Stryker, 60 Wall Street 
BARTLESVILLE, OKLAHOMA 
Gary W. Davis, Phillips Petroleum Co. 
Alfred Holl, Cities Service Oil Co. 
R. O. Mason, Cities Service Oil Co. 
NORMAN, OKLAHOMA 
O. V. Ashley, 1515 Sunset Drive 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLAHOMA 
Kenneth L. Hodge, 1817 Devonshire Blvd. 
Sam Payne, 1310 N. W. 20th 
Joe Rolston, Box 1995 
Richard L. Sias, Box 795 
O. R. Stites, 1114 Huntington Dr. 
SEMINOLE, OKLAHOMA 
James E. Driscoll, Old Post Office Bldg. 
TULSA, OKLAHOMA 
Cecil R. Buckles, Sinclair Bldg. 
Cecil Frey, Box 1650 
William E. Lester, 2655 E. 22nd St. 
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 
J. D. M. Hamilton, 123 S. Broad St. 
*David F. Maxwell, 1418 Packard Bldg. 
PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 
Harry P. Betzer, 708 LaBarge Court 
BORGER, TEXAS 
Thomas O. Moxcey, Box 831 
BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS 
Chas. D. Kennedy, Box 953 
CORPUS CHRISTI, TEXAS 
*Cecil E. Burney, Robt. Driscoll Bldg. 
DALLAS, TEXAS 
A. B. Huguein, Kirby Bldg. 
Dean G. Ostrum, 308 S. Akard St. 
George Voss, Gen. Delivery 
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 
Joseph S. Brown, 707 Chalfonte Dr. 
Charles Thompson, 48 Ancell St. 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 
Reford J. Wedel, 4505 S. Four Mile Run Dr. 
John T. Whealen, 1222 S. George Mason Dr. 
a i a tet 
; , 310 Hollow Road 
WASHINGTON, D. c. 
Robert M. Clark, Shoreham Bldg. 
Mason J. Mahin, Ring Bldg. 
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 
Dorothy D. Tyner, 341 F. St. 
MEXICO, D. F. 
Jess N. Dalton, AP 93, BIS 














MEMBERSHIP ROLL ALPHABETICALLY BY MEMBERS 


MEMBERSHIP ROLL—1957 


OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 


(Alphabetically by Names of Members) 


Achterberg, Connie, Topeka 
+Ackarman, Carl, Sedan 

Adams, Mark H., Wichita 

Adams, Mark H., Il, Wichita 
Ahearn, James E, Abilene 
Albright, Ronald, Anthony 

Alden, Bernhard W., Kansas City 
Alden, John ¥ i Hutchinson 
Alexander, th » Wichita 
Alexander, S. S., Kingman 
Alexander, Thomas J., Prairie Village 
Aley, Fred W., Wichita 

Allen, Adrian I, Topeka 

Allen, George S., Topeka 

+Allen, Harry K., Topeka 

Allen, Milton P., Lawrence 

Allen, Otis S., Topeka 

Allen, Richard C., Topeka 

Allen, Richard F., Lawrence 

Allen, Robert N., Chanute 

* Allen, Thomas E., Olympia, Washington 
Allen, William S.; Olathe 

Allison, D. Clifford; Wichita 
Allison, George L., McPherson — 
Allphin, Wayne, Jr., Lawrence 
Allred, George, Emporia 

Alt, A. N., Topeka 

Altenborg, John, Lindsborg 
Altman, Harlan C., Jr., Wellington 
Altman, Richard B., Wichita 
Alward, W. H., Herington 
Amrein, Donald C., Topeka 
Anderson, Brainard L., Tribune 
Anderson, Elmer, Clay Center 
Anderson, Emil C., Jr., Kansas City 
Anderson, John C., Tescott 
Anderson, Robert A., Ottawa 
Anderson, Robert P., Overland Park 
Anderson, Russ B., McPherson 
Andler, Harold, Topeka 

Andra, Lawrence P., ae 
Andreas, Warren, Winfield 

Angle, Roy E., Wichita 

Angwin, H. Gordon, Pittsburg 
Apt, Charles H., Iola 

Apt, Frederick G., Iola 

Apt, Frederick G., Jr., Iola 
Armstrong, Leo, Columbus 
Armstrong, Paul, Columbus 

Arn, Edward F., Wichita 

Arthur, Charles S., Manhattan 
Artley, Earl, Russell Springs 
Arvin, Les, Wichita 

Ascough, L. M., Topeka 

Asher, Henry H., Lawrence 
Ashford, George M., Wichita 
Ashley, O. V., Norman, Oklahoma 
Ashworth, Harvey D., Topeka 
Atherton, John G., Emporia 


‘Members in Service 


Retired Members 


Attwater, W. C, Wichita 

Aul, Dan R.; Chetopa 
Aylward, Paul, Ellsworth 
Ayres, J. R., Miltonvale 
Babb, Virginia, Wichita 
Bachmann, Daniel C., Wichita 
Bailey, Robert F., Wichita 
Baker, Guy W., Holton 
Baker, Robert M., Ashland 
Balch, Joe F., Chanute 
Baldwin, Frank C., Concordia 
Ball, George W., Wichita 
Ball, Steadman, Atchison 
Ballinger, J. O., Wichita 
Balloun, J. Eugene, Russell 
Banker, Glenn V., Russell 
Bannon, F. C., Leavenworth 
Banowetz, Leonard F., Wichita 
Barber, Richard A., Lawrence 
Barnes, James H., Kansas City 
tBarnett, R. S.; Kansas City, Mo. 
Barr, James R., Wichita 
Barrett, George, Pratt 

Barrett, Richard, Pratt 

Barta, Rudolph, Salina 
Bartlett, Samuel E., Wichita 
Bates, Frank L., Kansas City 
Bates Robert Tn Great Bend 


4 
Beard, E. Keith, Meade 
Beatty, Marion, Topeka 
Beaty, Fred A., Wichita 
Beck, Clarence V., Emporia 
Beck, Harold T., Wichita 
Becker, Richard L., Coffeyville 
+Beckner, E. F., Colby 
Beeson, Ellwood W., Parsons 
Belin, Oscar F., Wichita 
Bell, Carl A., Jr., Wichita 
Bell, Donald A., Wichita ~ 
Belt, Raymond, Coffeyville 
Benfer, James E., Topeka 
Bengston, L. O., Salina 
Benitz, Melvin DeWayne, Topeka 
Bennett, Edgar C., Newton 
Bennett, Mark L., Topeka 
Bennett, Robert F., Prairie Village 
Bennett, Roy, Jr., ZO 
Benson, Edward A., Jr., Kansas City 
Benson, George J., El Dorado 
Beougher, Edward, Grinnell 
Berkley, Jerry J., Tescott 
Berkley, Paul D., Bushton 
Berkley, Robert B., Salina 
Betsher, Charles A., St. Louis, Mo. 
Betzer, Harry P., Pierre, S. D. 
Bever, Ellis, Wichita 








+» « ‘$Honorary Member 
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Beymer, C. E., Lakin 
Biddle, Walter I., Leavenworth 
Bi 


Bishop, L. Perry, Paola 

B urn, S. R., Great Bend 

Blaes, Emmet A. Wichita 

Blair, John R.; Topeka 

Blake, Harold i Wichita 

Blake, John E., Kansas City 

Blaker, Harry C., Pleasanton 
Blincoe, E. E., Fort Scott 

*Blinn, Donald P., Harlingen, Texas 
Bloomer, E. T., Winfield 

Bloomer, Lloyd C., Osborne 

Bloss, Stewart S., Winfield 
Boddington, Edward M., Kansas City 
Boddington, Edward M., Jr., Kansas City 


a Dag wy de L., Wichita 
C., Washington 
Bolton, Harold, Abilene 
Bolze, Duane W., Augusta 
Bond, Harlin E., Wichita 
Bond, L. J., El Dorado 
Bond, El Dorado 
Bonwell, W. A., Jr., Wichita 
Boone, C. H., Leavenworth 


Borst, Bernard V., Wichita 

Boss, Marc G., Falls Church, Va. 
Botts, Jay T., Coldwater 

Bouska, James W., Overland Park 
Bowers, B. F., Ottawa 

Bowers, Witton e are 
Bowersock, -» Columbus 
Bowker, Jack, McPherso 


Boyer, John E., Wichita 
Brabets, Edwin B., Hutchinson 
Braden, Robert G., Wichita 
Bradfield, + Bonner Springs 
Brady, Wm. R. 
Brainerd, Byron. ichita 
Braly, Buford E., Kansas City 
Braly, Norma, Kansas City 
Brand, John W., Lawrence 
Branine, Alden E., Newton 
Branine, H. R., Hutchinson 
ray, Ward C., Lawrence 


Bremer, John M., Oberlin 
Bremyer, John K., McPherson 
Brennan, E, T 

Brenneisen, C. W., Jr., Kansas:City 
Brenner, Clayton, Olathe 
Brewster, Arthur poe City, Mo. 
Breyfogle, John a Ww. p See 
Brick, Sidney J., Wi 

Bright, William D., Pasta . 
Briley, Robert L., Chanute 
Briman, Raymond, Topeka 
Brimer, John W., Wichita 

Brock, Ralph R., Wichita 
Brollier, J. S., Hugoton 


- *Members in Service 


 ¢Retired Members 
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Bronston, Lloyd Burke; Kansas City, Mo. 
Brookens, John W., Westmoreland 
Brown, Benjamin H., Wichita 
Brown, Forest W., Atwood 

Brown, Joseph H., Wichita 

Brown, Joseph S, Alexandria, Va. 
Brown, Lelus, Newton 

Brown, Marlin, Council Grove 
Brown, Norman L., Wichita 
Brown, Thomas J., ‘Ir, Leavenworth 
Brown, Wash H., ‘Kansas City 
Brown, Wesley E, Hutchinson 
Brownfield, Hugh E., Kansas City 
Browning, Charles C., Wichita 
Bruce, Dale, Wichita 

Brummett, Marvin O., Concordia 
Brungardt, Bernard pz » Hays 


Bryant, Dale M., Wichita 
Buchanan, Paul, Lawrence 
Buck, Carl L., Wichita 
Buck, Melvin E., Kansas City 
Buck, Wallace M, Jr., le 
Buckles, Cecil R., "Tulsa, O} 
Buckles, William, ow em 
Bucklin, M. C.; Pratt 
Buechel, Wm. B, Concordia 
Buehler, Charles _ Claflin 
Buehler, John, Atchison 
Buellesfeld, F. L.; Wichita 
Bukaty, John J., Kansas City 
Bukaty, Joseph A. Kansas City 
Bulkley, Roy L., T 
annem William D., Goodland 
ct, Alfred L., Pittsburg 
oe et, Bernice, Wichita 
Burkin, Charles F., Jr., Bethel 
Burney, Cecil E., Corpus Christi, Texas 
Burns, Marian Musatto, Lyndon 
Burns, Thomas M., Wichita 
Burtscher, Doris R, Hays 
Burtscher, R. N., Hays 
Buser, oo P- jr, Kansas City 
be ney H., Wichita 


Buzick, Philip E., Topeka 

Buzick, W. A., Jt, San Francisco, Calif. 
Byers, Carl S., Salina 

Cabbage, Elwin F., Hutchinson 
Cain, William E., Kansas City 
Calihan, or Jr., Garden City 
Calkins, W. .N,, El Dorado 
Callahan, John, Wichita 

Cannon, L T., Humboldt 
Caplinger, James, Greensburg 
Caplinger, Robert D.; Effingham 
Capper, Rodell; Topeka 

Carey, W. D. P,, Hutchinson 
Carlisle, Montie S., Topeka 
*Carlson, John, , Topeka 
Carothers, Barton, Great Bend 
Carr, Raymond H., Olathe 
*Carroll, Charles J., Hill AFB, Utah 
Carson, Davis S., Pittsburg 
Carson, Knowlton E., Kansas City 
Carson, William E., Kansas City 





tHonorary Member 

















Carter, Stuart R., Wichita 

Casey, Marlin S., T 

Casey, Paul F., T: 

Cashin, James P., Kansas City 
Cassler, James A., McPherson 
Cates, Louis W., Wichita 

Chalfant, Claude E., Hutchinson 
Chalfant, Michael E., Lawrence 
Chalfant, William Y., Hutchinson 
Chaney, Walter T., Topeka 
Chapin, W. Luke, Medicine Lodge 
Chase, Carl C., Eureka 

Chase, Harold H., Salina 
Chestnut, Robt. L.,; Wichita 
Chipman, Marion Ww. Hill City 
Christenson, Lawrence E., Winfield 
Christey, Clyde N., Topeka 
Church, Bert E., Wellington 
Church, Steve W., Greensburg 
Claflin, O. Q., Kansas City 

Clark, C. L., Salina 

*Clark, Chapin D.,.El Paso, Texas 
Clark, Clement F., Wichita 

Clark, Ralph H., W: 


‘aKeeney 
Clark, Robert M., Washington, D. C. 


Clarkson, Earl M., Jr., Wichita 
Claussen, Arthur L., Topeka 
Clement, Wm. D., Junction City 
Cobean, Robert H. Wellington 
Coffman, Floyd H., ‘Ottawa 
Coffman, Harry T. Lyndon 
Coffman, Robert M., Wichita 
Cogswell, Glenn D., Topeka 
Cohen, Barton P., Kansas City 
Cohen, Joseph, Kansas oad 
Coldiron, Max, San Mateo, q 
Coldsnow, Robert A., Wichita 
Cole, Bill R., Hutchinson 
Cole, Grant H., Winfield 
Cole, Orville J., Garnett 
Cole, Roy L., Garnett 
Coleman, James P., Junction City 
Collard, E. Bert, Jr., Leavenworth 
Collins, Frank R., Ulysses 
Collins, George B., Wichita 
Collins, Percy H, Jr, » Belleville 
Colmery, Harry Topeka 
Columbia, Elmer W., Parsons 
Concannon, Don, Hugoton 
Conderman, J. D.; Iola 
Connell, O. J., Jr., El Dorado 
Conner, Fred i Great Bend 
Cook, ~~ Kansas City 

Eugene G., Wichita 
Cooper, Dale H., Wichita 
Cooper, Jack David, Overland Park 
Cooper, Lloyd F., Wichita 


Ci 

yo eng Jack, St. John 
, George K., Prairie Village 

— Robert M., Topeka 
Cordill, Dallas, Osborne 
Corkhill, John K., T: 
Corley, Dale H., en City 
Corman, Evan, Minneapolis 
Cornish, L. M., Jr., Topeka 
Corrick, F. C., Topeka 


*Members in Service 
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Corson, Donald H., Kansas City 
Corson, Donald Harley, Jr., Kansas City 
Cory, Charles H., Topeka 
Cosgrove, M. F., Topeka 

Coss, Vernon F., Medicine Lodge 
Costello, Edward J., Marion 
Cotton, Charles E., Wichita 
Coughlin, Edward H., Paola 
Coughlin, Robert E., Paola 
Coulson, Wayne, Wichita 
Coutts, W. H., Jr., El Dorado 


*Coutts, Lt. Warren Hall, III, Bedford, Mass. 


Crane, A. Harry, Topeka 
Cranmer, Russell, Wichita 
Crossan, Glenn Thomas, Independence 
Crosswhite, H. E., Holton 

Crow, Sam A., Topeka 
Crowther, Harold, Salina 
Crowther, Joseph 'B., Salina 
Cruise, Benedict P., Hays 
Crummett, Wright W., Topeka 
Cubbison, James K., Kansas Ci City 
Cundiff, Morris H., Wichita 


oo Oe “Jetmore 
Dalton, Jess N., Mexico City 1, D. F. 
Daniel, Clyde P., Garden City 
Danielson, Gordon D., eons 
Danner, V. E., Ellsworth 
Darlington, Roy B., El Dorado 
Darrah, John Jay, Wichita 

Davis, ., Te 

Davis, Carl H., Wi 


Dickinson, yg Topeka 
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Diets, Herbert, Great Bend 
Dillenberger, Willis K., Oswego 
Dillingham, Arthur B., Salina ; 


Dimmitt, William W., Jr., Tope’ 
Ditus, R. Stanley, Lawrence 
Dockhorn, Charles G., Goodland 
Docking, George R., Wichita 
Dodd, Herbert K., Wichita 
Doherty, Harold E., Topeka 
Dole, Robert J., Russell 

Domme, Robert W., Topeka 
Donaldson, Paul J., Wichita 
Donnellan, Robert I., Kansas City, Mo. 
Doolittle, Dudley, Strong City 
Doty, Jules, Columbus 

Downs, Thomas Paul, Mission 
Dreiling, Norbert R., Hays 
Driscoll, James E., Seminole, Okla. 
Driscoll, Jerry E., Russell 
Driscoll, Richard M., Russell 
Drumm, William M., Seneca 
Duckworth, Keaton G., 

DuMars, John E., Topeka 
Duncan, R. F., Atchison 
Dunham, B. M., Chanute 
Dunham, H. H., Salina 

Dunn, Grover L.,; Arkansas City 
Dunn, Harry H., Hutchinson 
Dwyer, Daniel D., Wichita 

Dye, James D., Wichita 

Eales, Keith, Wichita 

Earhart, Aubrey V., Hutchinson 
Early, Port, Wichita 

Earnest, Robt. L., Russell 
Eberhardt, John F., Wichita 
Ebersole, Richard L., Wichita 
Eddy, Harry L., Wichita 

Eddy, William S., Marysville 
Edmondson, Paul D., Kansas City 
Edwards, Rowland, Waterville 
Eggleston, J. Raymond, Medicine Lodge 
Ehling, Kenneth F., Hutchinson 
Eidson, O. B., Topeka 

Eisele, John Cantrell, Kansas City 
Eisenbarth, Louis F., Topeka 
Eller, H. N., Salina 

Ellsworth, Robt. F., Lawrence 
Emerson, J. O., Kansas City 
Emerson, John A., Topeka 
Emery, Fred, Belleville 


Enoch, David W., Colorado Springs, Colo. 


Esco, W. Jay, Wichita 

Euler, Jack R., Troy 

Euler, L. H., Topeka 

Euwer, Elmer E., Goodland 
Evans, Ferd E., Jr., Wichita 
Evans, Jean C., To 

Evans, John, Tope! 

Evans, Richard W., Dodge City 
Everett, Donn J., Manhattan 
Ewing, Charles L., Topeka 
Fabian, Bill E., Kansas City 
Fabian, Robert E., Kansas City 
Fair, J. D., Wichita 

Falconer, C. A. P., Atwood 
Falkenberg, Gwendolyn V., Overland Park 
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Farabi, Pete, Pittsburg 
Farley, Alan W., Kansas City 
Farmer, Donald D., Topeka 
Farmer, William C., Wichita 
Fatzer, Harold R., Topeka 
}Faulconer, Albert, Winfield 
Fellers, D. W., Pensacola, Florida 
Ferguson, Robert E., Marysville 
Ferguson, Ward P., Chanute 
Ferguson, William M., Wellington 
Fielding, Harold E., Van Nuys, Calif. 
Finigan, Thomas H., Kansas City 
Finley, Robert M., Hiawatha 
+Fischer, Edward Louis, Kansas City 
Fisher, Carl T., St. Louis, Mo. 
Fisher, Charles, Topeka 
Fisher, David H., Topeka 
Fisher, Harry W., Fort Scott 
Fisher, Orval, Wichita 
+Fitzgibbon, E. D., Kansas City 
Fleming, Arthur M., Garden City 
Fleming, Charles H., Scott City 
Fleming, Vincent, Larned 
Fletcher, Al. B., Jr., Junction City 
Flood, Clayton S., Hays 

, E. C., Hays 
Foerschler, Robert H., Kansas City 
Foley, D. Emmett, Wichita 
Foley, Gerald, Atchison 
Fontron, John, Hutchinson 
Foote, Richard, Topeka 
Forbes, D. H., Neodesha 
Forbes, Frank T., Burlington 
Forbes, George, Eureka 
Forbes, Harold G., Eureka 
Forbes, Thomas C., Eureka 
Forsyth, Charles F., Erie 
Foss, Don C., Great Bend 
Fossey, Leighton A., Mound City 
Foster, A. L., Parsons 
Foster, Ralph B., Wichita 
Foth, J. Richard, Topeka 
Foulston, Robert C.,- Wichita 
Foust, John O., Iola 
Fowks, Robert J., Topeka 
Franey, Hattie, Arkansas City 
Frank, John C., Wichita 
Frazee, P. C., Syracuse 
Frazier, John, Wichita 
Freidberg, Maurice D., Topeka 
Frevert, Lloyd J., Kansas City 
Frey, Cecil H., Tulsa, Okla. 
Frigon, Bernie D., Cimarron 
Frizzell, Kent, Wichita 
Fromme, Alexander Morgan, Hoxie 
Fromme, Joseph W., Hoxie 
Fry, William L., Wichita 
Fugate, Justus H., Wichita 
Funk, Richard, Topeka 
Fussell, James E., Leavenworth 
Gage, John C., Mission 
Gage, Walter Reed, Manhattan 
Galle, James L., Topeka 
Galloway, Robert F., Marysville 
Gallup, Charles Edward, Kansas City 
Gamelson, Lyndon, Wichita 
Gard, Spencer A., Iola 
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Gardner, John J., Overland Park 
Gardner, Theo. R. .» Wichita 
Garlinghouse, Wendell, Topeka 
Garrett, Lee, Wichita 

Garrity, Stanley, Wichita 
Garver, C. William, Kansas City, Missouri 
Garvin, Morris, St. John 

Garvin, Robert, St. John 

Gastl, Eugene F., Shawnee 
Gaston, T. G., Sterling 

Gates, Louis R., Kansas City 
Gault, Phillip C., Topeka 
Geeding, Wilbur D., Wichita 
Geiger, A. W., Newton 

Geisert, Theodore C., Wichita 
George, Newell A., Kansas City 
Gerye, Allen, Topeka 

Gibson, Dean L., Concordia 
Gideon, Clarence J., Topeka 
Giffin, Donald W., Kansas City 
Gifford, Yale W., Wichita 
Gilchrist, Ralph E., Wichita 
Gillig, Harry M., Wichita 
Gilliland, R. J., Hutchinson 
Glasscock, E. E., Hutchinson 
Glassman, Robert F., Hays 
Glaves, S. J., Wichita 

Gleason, Douglas, Ottawa 
Gleason, Thomas E., Ottawa 
Glenn, Ralph, Topeka 

Goering, Eimer P., Hutchinson 
Goodell, Lester M., Topeka 
Goodrich, Jack L., Parsons 
Goodwin, Guy L., Wichita 
Goodwin, H. W., Wichita 
Gooing, Homer V., Wichita 
Gore, Ralph, New York, N. Y. 
Gossage, William A., Jr., Hutchinson 
Gott, Henry V., Wichita 

Gott, Ronald M., Wichita 
Gough, William, Jr., Independence 
Gould, Geo. R., Dodge City 
Gould, George, Jr., Dodge City 
Gowdy, Robert L., ‘Salina 
Graham, Champ, Emporia 
Grant, Ervin, El Dorado 

Grant, James B., Topeka 

Grant, Warren B., Independence 
Graves, Roscoe W., Emporia 
Gray, Byron M., Topeka 

Gray, Frank R., Lawrence 
Gray, Jay D., Topeka 

Gray, Oren, Parsons 

Gray, William A., Topeka 
Green, Charles D., Manhattan 
Green, Robert M., El Dorado 
Greene, Jack H., Wichita 
Gregory, Donald D., Osborne 
Gregory, O. D., Osborne 
Grey, Jimmie E., Wichita 
Griffith, Barton E., Topeka 
Griffith, Jerry L., Derby 
Griffith, Jerry L., Hoisington 
Griffith, John, Mission 

Grimes, James L., Jr., Topeka 
Grist, George E., Wichita 
Groff, James Robert, Topeka 
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Grotheer, Karl K., Pittsburg 
Guier, Robert, Troy 
Guilfoyie, W. A., Abilene 
Gulick, Frederick E., Topeka 
Gunnels, H. Jay, Jr., Kansas City 
Hachey, Joseph R, Topeka 
Hackler, Eugene, Olathe 
Hagaman, F, 
Hagen, Arthur P., Great Bend 
Haggart, Raymond E., Salina 
Hahn, Frank, Phillipsburg 

Hall, Charles, Hutc 

Hall, Clement H., Coffeyville 
Hall, Fred, Topeka 

Hall, Jesse A., Leavenworth 

Hall, Lloyd, Topeka 

Hall, Martin S., Harper 

Hall, Max D., Anthony 

Hall, Ralph é. Medicine Lodge 
+Hambleton, Antrim M., Topeka 
Hambleton, Neal, Olathe 
Hamilton, J. D. M., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Hamilton, Max L., Wichita 
Hamilton, R. L., Beloit 
Hamilton, W. Glenn, Topeka 
Hammond, Harold L., Olathe 
Hampson, Thomas D., Jr., Fredonia 
Hampton, B. V., Pratt 

Hampton, E. S., Salina 
Hampton, T. W., Great Bend 
Haney, Delmas, Hays 

Haney, W. E., Topeka 

+Hanlon, T. J., Independence 
Hanlon, Vernon T., Topeka 
Hannah, Jerry W., Great Bend 
Hannen, L. R., Burlington 
Harbaugh, Ford, Wellington 
Hardesty, Murray F., Topeka 
Harding, A. H., Independence 
Harding, Harold H., Kansas City 
Hardman, Boyce P., Great Bend 
Harley, Tom, Wichita 

Harman, Hylton, Kansas City 
Harman, Jerome, Columbus 
Harmon, Kenneth, Leavenworth 
Harms, W. B., Wichita 

Harner, C. R., Dodge City 
Harper, Howard W., Junction City 
Harris, Charles W., Wichita 
Harris, Phillip L., Junction City 
Harris, Richard Copley, Wichita 
Hartloff, Benjamin, Leoti 
Hartnett, Drew, Salina 

tHarvey, W. W., Topeka 

Haskin, Harley V., Olathe 

Hasty, George E., Wichita 
Hatcher, Earl H., Topeka 
Hausherr, Bernard L., Lawrence 
Haviland, Camilla Klein, Dodge City 
Hawks, Doral H. Topeka 

Hayes, John F., Hutchinson 
Haynes, J. Willard, Kansas City 
Haynes, Lacy, Jr., Emporia 
Haynes, William G., Topeka 
Healy, H. E. Pat, Wichita 

Hecht, Robert D., Topeka 
Heeney, Barney ., Jr., Topeka 


rank L., Kansas City, Mo. 
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Heilman, David, Council Grove 
Heinz, Paul H., Topeka 

Helms, Tom J., Mission 

Helvern, L. E., Hiawatha 

Hembrow, Walter E., Council Grove 
Hemphill, Robert W., Norton 
Henbest, Joe L., Columbus 

*Henley, Lt. Ralph G., Ft. Sill, Okla. 


Henning, Eldridge H., Monmouth, Ill. 


Henry, Lyndus, Overland Park 
Henshall, Charles E., Chanute 
Henson, Charles N., Topeka 
Herd, Harold S., Coldwater 
Hergenreter, Victor, Alma 
Hergenreter, William, Topeka 
Herlocker, John A., Winfield 
Herrman, Henry E., Wichita 
Herrman, Henry F., Hays 
Herrod, A. J., Kansas City 
Hersh, Jerre F., Jr., Shawnee 
Hershberger, Arthur W., Wichita 
Hesse, J. Francis, Wichita 
Hiatt, Eugene W., Topeka 
Hibbard, Edward A., Eureka 
Hickey, Richard, Liberal 
Hickman, Donald, Arkansas City 
Hiebert, Franklin, Wichita 
Hiebsch, Kenneth H., Wichita 
Higgins, William P., Wichita 
Hildreth, Morris D., Coffeyville 
Hill, Clyde, Yates Center 
Hill, Delmas C., Wichita 
Hindman, D. A., Stockton 
Hinkle, Fred, Wichita 
Hinman, Clyde E., Kansas City 
Hiss, W. W., Wichita 

Hite, Richard C., Wichita 
Hobart, Charles H., Topeka 
Hobble, Herbert, Jr., Liberal 
Hobson, James D., Wichita 
Hodam, J. W., Kansas City 
Hodge, Frank S., Hutchinson 


Hodge, Kenneth L., Oklahoma City, Okla. 


Hodgson, Arthur C., Lyons 
Hoffman, Bryan J., Salina 
Hoffstot, W. H., Kansas City, Mo. 
Hoge, Elmer, Overland Park 
Hogin, James L., Kansas City 
Hoke, Ralph E., Prairie Village 
Holden, John Staley, Cimarron 
Holl, Alfred O., Bartlesville, Okla. 
Holland, Clifford R., Jr., Russell 
Holland, George W., Russell 
Holland, Herbert N., Russell 
Holliday, J. Roy, Kansas City 
Hollingsworth, Richard K., Wichita 
Holloway, Lester A., Wichita 
Holly, Manford, Wichita 

Holmes, Laurence S., Wichita 
Holmes, Richard W., Wichita 
Holmes, Wendell S., Hutchinson 
Hondros, George J., Wichita 
Hoobler, Morris V., Salina 
Hoover, C. L., Junction City 
Hoover, James R., Prairie Village 
Hope, Clifford R., Jr., Garden City 
Hope, Ralph M., Wichita 
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Hopper, Herb, Wichita 
Hornbaker, Lee Vaughn, Junction City 
Horning, Hubert, Howard 

Horowitz, Herb, Kansas City, Missouri 
Hotchkiss, Alex, Lyndon 

Hotchkiss, Neil, LaCrosse 

Hovey, Robert D., Kansas City, Mo. 


*Howard, Kenith R., Jr., George AFB, Calif. 


Howard, William R., ‘Arkansas City 
Howe, H. c.. Wichita 

Howell, James D., Kansas City 
Howerton, Clark, "Garnett 
Hudson, Charles "B., Wichita 
Hudson, Douglas, Fort Scott 
Hudson, Douglas G., Fort Scott 
Hudson, Howard, Fort Scott 
Huffman, Nellie Ruth, Topeka. 
Hughes, C. Harold, Manhattan 
Hughes, Charles, Manhattan 
Hughes, C. W., Dodge City 
Hughes, Oliver H., Wichita 
Huguenin, A. B., Dallas, Texas 
Humphrey, Arthur S., Junction City 
Hunter, J. Richards, Hutchinson 
Hurst, T. C., Kansas City 
Huxman, W. A., Topeka 
Hybsha, A. Allison, Topeka 
Hyland, Herbert, Washington 
Hyler, Hal, Parsons 
Hyter, Clair D., Hutchinson 
Ice, Fred, Newton 
Immel, H. M., Iola 
Ingels, Chester C., Hiawatha 
Irwin, Craig, Topeka 
Irwin, Robert R., Topeka 
Issinghoff, Stanley A., Ellis 
lverson, Norman M., Arkansas City 
Jackson, Forrest A., Lawrence 
Jackson, Samuel C., Topeka 
Jackson, Schuyler W,, Topeka 
James, James R.., Topeka 
James, Louis, Osborne 
Jandera, John E., Topeka 
Janicke, Harry O., Winfield 
Jarvis, Chandler F., Winfield 
Jarvis, M. E., Winfield 
Jeffrey, Balfour S., Topeka 
Jenkins, Joseph P., Kansas City 
Jenson, J. H., Oakley 
Jernberg, E. W., Lindsborg 
Jeter, Norman W., Hays 
Jochems, Roetzel, Wichita 
Jochems, W. D., Wichita 
Johnson, Arthur G., Wichita 
Johnson, Beryl R., Topeka 
Johnson, Charles D., McPherson 
Johnson, Donald E., Prairie Village 
Johnson, Morris, Salina 
Johnson, Robert Stone, Topeka 
Johnson, R. W., Wichita 
Johnston, Ambrose M., Manhattan 
Johnston, Ervin Glenn, Kansas City 
Jones, C. Vincent, Clay Center 
Jones, Casey, Hill City 
Jones, Charles E., Wichita 
Jones, Glenn, Parsons 
Jones, H. E., Wichita 
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Jones, Howard A., Topeka 
Jones, Jerome E., Wichita 
Jones, Lloyd W., Parsons 


ones, R. Y., Hutchinson 

Jones, Robert R., Topeka 

Jones, W. C., Olathe 

Jones, Wilbur H., Wichita 
Jordan, G. Mitchell, Wichita 
Jordan, Harold N., Beloit 
Jordan, Roy U., Emporia 

Joseph, Charles B., Potwin 

Joyce, Thomas E., Kansas City 
Jurcyk, John J., Jr., Kansas City 
Kagey, Lloyd M., Wichita 

Kahrs, W. A., Wichita 

Kamas, Albert L., Wichita 

Kandt, William C., Wichita 
Kaplan, Robert W., Wichita 
Karr, Robert O., Girard 
Kassebaum, Phillip, Wichita 
Kaufman, Orval J., Wichita 
Kaul, Robert, Wamego 

Keach, John R., Mission 
*Keeling, Gailen L., U.S.S. Boxer 
Keenan, Robert P., Great Bend 
Keller, A. B., Pittsburg 

Keller, Eugene E., Harper 

Kelley, T. B., Great Bend 

Kelly, J. W., Kansas City, Mo. 
Kelly, Patrick F., Wichita 
Kelsey, Basil W., Ottawa 
Kennedy, Chas. D., Brownsville, Texas 
Kennedy, Thomas J., Salina 
Kennedy, Walter J., El Dorado 
Kidwell, Dale, Wichita 
+Kimball, Webster W., Parsons 
Kimberly, Clifford B., Kansas City, Mo. 
King, Clarence L., Jr., Salina 
King, Harlow B., Kansas City, Mo. 
King, John C., Liberal 

King, Ralph M., Jr., Lawrence 
King, Robert M., El Dorado 
*Kintner, Gaylon K., Charleston, S. C. 
Kirby, William Roy, Coffeyville 
Kirk, John E., Topeka 
+Kirkpatrick, John L., Olathe 
Kitch, Paul R., Wichita 

Klamm, Walter G., Kansas City 
*Klassen, Dick N., Nickerson 
Klein, Nicholas W., Wichita 
Kline, Clayton E., Topeka 
Kline, Howard C., Wichita 
Knapp, Charles D., Coffeyville 
Knapp, Dallas W., Coffeyville 
Knapp, Robert G., Mission 
Knightly, J. William, Kansas City 
Knittle, Ralph, Salina 

Kodas, Melvin L., Tonganoxie 
Koehler, Jerome S., Kansas City 
Koerner, Otto J., Wichita 
Koopman, Milton A., Wichita 
Kopke, Warren H., Great Bend 
Kramer, A. E., Hugoton 

Kubik, J. Fred, Wichita 

Kuder, Hugh B., Jr., Kansas City, Mo. 
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Kuhn, H. R., Wichita 

Kuppinger, Clark, Kansas City, Mo. 
Kuranet, Alfred, Prairie Village 
LaBunker, Reginald, Hays 
Lackey, Eldon L., Kansas City, Mo. 
Lackie, Paul A., Kansas City, Mo. 
Lafferty, Rex A., Fredonia 

Laing, Verne M., Wichita 

Lamb, A. R., Coffeyville 

Lamb, E. E., Yates Center 

Lamb, Paul A., Coffeyville 
Lambdin, Donald E., Wichita 
Lampl, Henry, Wichita 

Lancelot, John E., Wichita 

Lang, D. B., Scott City 

Lanning, Harry A., Seneca 
Lardner, Rice, Olathe 

Larson, B. G., Dodge City 
Larson, Ralph L., Topeka 
Lasswell, Gerald D., Wichita 
Leasure, Fred J., El Dorado 

Lee, Edwin A., Paola 

Leech, William C., Oskaloosa 
Lehman, John H., Abilene 
Lehmberg, George R., McPherson 
Leighnor, John Kenneth, Hutchinson 
Leland, Cyrus, Olathe 

Lemon, Robert S., Kansas City, Mo. 
Leonard, Wilbur G., Topeka 
Lester, James S., Oskaloosa 
Lester, William E., Tulsa, Okla. 
Letton, R. L., Pittsburg 

Levand, Leonard A., Wichita 
Levy, Joe L., Coffeyville 

Lewis, Chester I., Jr., Wichita 
Lewis, George J., Topeka 

Lewis, Harold B., Scott City 
Lewis, John Henry, Hoisington 
Lewis, John W., Topeka 

Lewis, Philip H., Topeka 

Lewis, Robert J., Atwood 
Liberman, Jake L., Caney 
Liebert, Frank W., Coffeyville 
Liebert, T. Richard, Coffeyville 
Light, Auburn G., Liberal 
Lillard, T. M., Topeka 

Lillard, Tom, Jr., Salina 
Lilleston, W. F., Wichita 

Lind, Stanley L., Kansas City 
Lindberg, Charles S., Wichita 
Linder, Jesse I., Sharon Springs 
Lindsay, Geo. S., Kansas City, Mo. 
Linley, C. C., Cimarron 

Linville, Eugene H., Salina 

Litras, M. F., El Dorado 

Little, Don C., Kansas City 
Littooy, Fred C., Hutchinson 
Lobaugh, Farel R., Washington 
Logan, Harry R., Topeka 

Lomax, Robert S., Wichita 
Long, Cyrus W., Kansas City 
Loomis, Helen L., Topeka 
Loomis, Lyle W., Winfield 
Loriaux, Frantz G., Augusta 
Louderback, Glenn H., Fort Scott 
Loughbom, Robert D., Kansas City 
Loughridge, Wayne, Garnett 
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Loveless, Earl H., Jr., Wichita 
Lovett, Roger W., McPherson 
Lowder, Chas. W., Kansas City 
Lowe, George A., Olathe 
Lowe, Roy Goins, Olathe 
Lowe, Roy S., Olathe 
Lowe, Sam W. G., Colby 
Lowry, Gordon K., Valley Falls 
Lowry, J. W., Atchison 
, Ike, Pittsburg 

Lake Robt. S., Burlington 
+Lundblade, Leon W., Topeka 
Luther, Lester, Cimarron 
Luthey, Graydon, Omaha, Nebr. 
Lysaught, J. Donald, Kansas City 
Lysaught, Thomas C., Kansas City 
MacDonald, Archie T., McPherson 
MacGregor, John W., Medicine Lodge 
MacGregor, Riley W., Medicine Lodge 
McAnany, Patrick B., Kansas City 
McAnarney, Leonard W., Lyndon 
McBride, John, Wichita 
McCall, John C., Chanute 
+McCamish, W. H., Kansas City 
McCarter, Charles C., Kensington, Maryland 
McCarthy, George D. Wichita 
McCarthy, J. Ruse, Wichita 
— H. B., A.P.O. 235, San Francisco, 

if, 

McClellan, O. D., Wichita 
McClure, Robert A., Topeka 
McCombs, Harold W., Russell 
McCombs, Ray D., Ness City 
McCullough, John E., St. Louis, Mo. 
McCurdy, John J., Lincoln 
McDermott, Charles W., Denver, Colo. 
McDonald, Getto, Wichita 
McElhenny, Dean, Topeka 
McElhenny, William B., Topeka 
McEnulty, Ronald R., Wichita 
McGinnis, Allyn, El Dorado 
McGinnis, Walter F., El Dorado 
McGurnaghan, Margaret, Topeka 
McHale, William H., Kansas City 
McKay, J. B., El Dorado 
McKay, J. B., Jr., El Dorado 
McKenna, Martha, Kingman 
McKinley, Ray R., Topeka 
McKinney, Gene, Topeka 
McLaughlin, Lewis L., Marysville 
McMaster, Francis C., Wichita 
*McMillan, Calvin L., Wichita 
McMullen, Roy J., Great Bend 
McNalley, L. A., Minneapolis 
McNaughton, Malcolm, Leavenworth 
McNeish, George T., Winfield 
McPherson, Brock R., San Francisco, Calif. 
McQueary, Willis, Osawatomie 
McRae, Ernest, Wichita 
McSpadden, G. D., Winfield 
McVey, Walter L., Jr., Independence 
Maben, Norman G., Wichita 
Madden, John, Wichita 
Magaw, Donald J., Osborne 
Magee, Lawrence R., Overland Park 
Mahin, Mason J., Washington, D. C. 
Malone, Clifford L., Wichita 
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Malone, Harold, Wichita 
Manka, J. Ashford, Wichita 
Mankin, Richard, Emporia 
Marhofer, Basil C., Ness City 
Marietta, Robert L., Salina 
Markham, John B., Parsons 
Marsh, Andrew A., Mission 
Marshall, D. B., Jr., Lincoln 
Marshall, Herbert, Topeka 
Martin, Donald E., Kansas City 
Martin, F. O., Parsons 
Martin, Keith, Mission 
Martin, Marvin J., Wichita 
Martin, Robert, Wichita 
Martin, Rubert G., Lyons 
Martin, Ward D., Topeka 
Martindale, Thomas R., Overland Park 
Martindell, D. C., Hutchinson 
Martindell, R. C., Hutchinson 
Martz, Henry E., Wichita 
Mason, R. O., Bartlesville, Okla. 
Masoner, Karl W., Cottonwood Falis 
Matheney, D. Harry, Kansas City 
Mathews, Marion P., Winfield 
Mathews, W. R., Winfield 
Matlack, Don, Topeka 
Mattox, Louise, Wichita 
Matuska, Morris, Pittsburg 
Mauch, Hugh D., Great Bend 
$Maxwell, David F., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Maxwell, Jack C., Lawrence 
May, J. S., Atchison 
Mayall, J. R., Wichita 
Meade, H. Earl, Kansas City 
Meador, Lee R., Wichita 
tMedina, Harold R., New York, N. Y. 
Meek, Wm. P., Baxter Springs 
Megaffin, John David, Pratt 
Meigs, Eldon L., Pratt 
Mellinger, Samuel, Emporia 
Mellor, Phillip S., Wichita 
Mellott, Arthur J., Kansas City 
Melvin, George K., Lawrence 
Mendive, John J., Kansas City 
Menghini, Charles H., Pittsburg 
Menzie, Joseph W., Manhattan 
Merkel, Cecil E., Wichita 
Mermis, Richard A., Hays 
Merrick, Robert G., Wichita 
* Metcalf, Edward A., III, A.P.O. 403, New 
York, N.Y. 
Metzger, Kenneth, Leavenworth 
Meyers, Allen, Topeka 
Michaud, Gerald L., Wichita 
Millard, A. Martin, Wichita 
Miller, Alexander H., Salina 
Miller, Carl William, Hutchinson 
Miller, Conrad, Kansas City 
Miller, Harry, Ir., ove | City 
Miller, Harry E., "Hiawatha 
Miller, Hubert E., Wichita 
Miller, Justin I., Independence 
+Miller, Karl, Dodge City 
Miller, Lloyd S., St. Louis, Mo. 
Miller, Malcolm, Wichita 
Miller, Marion C., Kansas City 
Miller, R. E., Ellsworth 
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Miller, Robert H., Paola 
Miller, Will J., Jr., Topeka 
Millikin, William C., Salina 
Mills, Evart, McPherson 

Mills, Leo W., Yates Center 
Mills, William M., Jr., me | 
Millsap, O. Richard, Kansas Ci ity 
Miner, Edgar M., Hays 

Miner, George D., Ellsworth 
Miner, Stanley C., Wichita 
Mitchell, C. W., Cherryvale 
Mitchell, Donald I., Wichita 
Mitchell, R. R., Dodge City 
Mitchell, William L., Hutchinson 
Mitchelson, Fred, Pittsburg 
Mitchelson, Stuart D., Mission 
Mize, James P., Salina 

Moen, Virgil R., Minneapolis 
Mohler, John, St. Louis, Mo. 
Moon, Morris, Augusta 

Moore, Clarence J., Horton 
Moore, Warner, Wichita 
Moreau, F. J., Lawrence 
Morgan, L. L., Hugoton 
Morgan, Ted R., Topeka 
Morin, LaVerne G., Wichita 
Moroney, Leo J., Kansas City 
Morris, C. H., Wichita 
Morris, Lester L., Wichita 
Morrison, Robert L., Wichita 
Morse, John H., Mound City 
Morse, Roger H., Marion 
Morton, Robert B., Wichita 
Moses, Edward R., Great Bend 
Moses, Kenneth V., Marysville 
Moss, Gale, El Dorado 
Mowery, J. E., Dighton 
Moxcey, Thomas O., Borger, Texas 
Muir, W. G., Anthony 
Mullendore, Noel, Howard 
Mulliken, L. R., Columbus 
Mullin, Ralph E., Kansas City 
Mullins, Richard F., Wichita 
Munns, Lawrence, Topeka 
Munroe, R. A., Augusta 
Murphy, A. Wayne, Wichita 
Murray, Bill, Pratt 

Murray, C. Edward, Wichita 


Murray, George E., Kansas City, Mo. 


Murray, John H., Leavenworth 
Murrell, Turner, Topeka 
Musser, Don, Pittsburg 
Mustain, Miles D., Topeka 
Mustard, Thomas D., Wichita 
Muth, Terrance J., Topeka 
Myers, C. Clyde, Kansas City 
Mvers, Dan H., Wakefield 
Myers, Wade A., Emporia 
Napier, John Grant, Wichita 
Nash, James B., Wichita 
Neale, Aubrey, Coffeyville 
Nellans, George P., Norton 
Nellor, Tudor M., Kansas City 
Nelson, C. Stanley, Salina 
Nelson, Robert H., Wichita 
Nelson, Roy V., Hiawatha 
NeSmith, Robert L., Wichita 
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Neubauer, Rex A., Liberal 
Neville, Keith B., Boulder, Colo. 
Nevins, Z. Arthur, Jr., Dodge City 
Newkirk, Donald R., Wichita 
Newton, Bob H., Anthony 
Nicholson, R. I., Paola 

Nickell, Joe, Topeka 

Noah, Don, Beloit 

Noah, Ralph H., Beloit 

Noe, Warden L., Holton 

Nohe, Kenneth M., Wichita 
Noone, James J., Wichita 
Norburg, Norman, Topeka 
Nordling, Bernard E., Hugoton 
Nordling, Chester A., Liberal 
Nordling, Leland E., Johnson 
Norton, Frank C., Jr., Salina 
Norwood, Wesley, Lawrence 


Noyes, Joseph K., Birmingham, Mich. 


Nugen, Lewis E., Wellington 
Nuss, Melvin O., Great Bend 
Nuss, Vernon, Great Bend 

Nye, Arnold C., Newton 

Nye, J. Sidney, Newton 

Obee, Isabel, Great Bend 

Oberg, Frank D., Clay Center 
O’Brien, Frank, Fort Scott 
O’Brien, John F., Independence 
O’Brien, William E., Prairie Village 
O'Connor, Earl E., Olathe 
O'Donnell, John V., Ellsworth 
Oelschlaeger, H. D., Plainville 
O'Keefe, Maurice P., Atchison 
O'Keefe, Maurice P., Jr., Atchison 
Oman, Ralph W., Topeka 

Ong, William K., Parsons 

Opie, Glenn, Great Bend 
Ostrum, Dean G., Dallas, Texas 
Ostrum, Oscar, Russell 

Oswald, A. Lewis, Hutchinson 
Oswalt, D. Stewart, Hutchinson 
Ott, Jason, Lawrence 

Overton, D. William, Kansas City 
Owens, Clark V., Wichita 
Owsley, Perry, Pittsburg 

Oyler, Robert B., Lawrence 
Paddock, James W., Lawrence 
Page, Alfred B., Topeka 

Page, Edmund L., Atchison 
Page, Robert A., Wichita 
Palmer, Randall D., Pittsburg 
Palmer, William E., Wichita 
Parker, Jay S., Topeka 

Parker, W. W., Emporia 

Parker, William L., Jr., Topeka 
Parks, Sherman A., Topeka 
Parrish, H. Chas., Olathe 
Partridge, Robert N., Wichita 
Patterson, Donald, Topeka 
Patterson, J. B., Wichita 
Patterson, Robert T., Columbus 
Patterson, Walter B., Fort Scott 
Paulsen, Clarence H., Concordia 
Payne, Howard E., Olathe 
Payne, Howard T., Olathe 
Payne, Sam, Oklahoma City, Okla 
Peabody, George E., Wichita 
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Pearson, James B., Olathe 

Peel, Joe W., Topeka 

Pendleton, W. B., Lawrence 
Pennington, L. Robert, Chanute 
Perkins, A. A., Lawrence 
Perkins, Elvin D., Emporia 
Petefish, Olin K., Lawrence 
Peterson, Bernard, Newton 
Peterson, Roscoe E., Larned 


nhattan 
Phalen, Wilbert W., Pittsburg 
Phelps, Harry B., Jr., Grinnell 
Phillips, James S., Parsons 
Phillips, Willard L., Kansas City 
Pickler, Richard M., Topeka 
Pielsticker, William F., Wichita 


Pierce, Walter Weston, Butler, Mo. 


Pierson, John B., Ottawa 

Piper, Robert L., Wichita 
Pipkin, Leonard W., Jr., Topeka 
Pirtle, Eugene L., Wichita 

Platt, Charles I., Junction City 
Platt, R. E., Hutchinson 

Plested, Wm. G., Jr., Wichita 
Plummer, John W., Newton 
Poizner, Joseph J., Kansas City 
Poland, Melvin C., Topeka 
Pomeroy, Charles F., Topeka 
Pomeroy, Elwaine F., Topeka 
Porter, Bill J., Wichita 

Porter, James W., Topeka 
Porter, William, Wichita 
Postlethwaite, D. H., St. Francis 
Postma, James L., Lawrence 
Potter, Ethan, Leavenworth 
Potucek, John A., Wellington 
*Powell, Gene A., Pasadena, Calif. 
Powers, George B., Wichita 
Poznik, Albert, Great Bend 
Prager, David, Topeka 

Preston, Harlow, Topeka 

Price, Donald F., Prairie Village 
Price, Robert T., Topeka 
*Pringle, B. L., El Toro, Calif. 
Pringle, K. W., Wichita 

Pringle, K. W., Jr., Wichita 
Pringle, Tom, Arkansas City 
Pringle, William B., Elmdale 
Pugh, C. H., Wichita 

Pugh, Richard M., Wamego 
Purdy, Jean, Lawrence 

Putnam, James W., Emporia 
Putt, C. J., Topeka 

Quail, Keith F., Prescott, Ariz. 
Quarnstrom, Carl W., Topeka 
Quinlan, John P., Independence 
Quinn, Hugh P., Wichita 

Quinn, James L., Topeka 
Raleigh, Clyde A., Hutchinson 
Ralston, Thomas Warren, El Dorado 
Ramskill, George E., Burlingame 
Ramskill, Veva Light, Burlingame 
Rankin, Charles C., Lawrence 
Ratner, Cliff W., Wichita 
Ratner, Payne H., Wichita 
Ratner, Payne H., Jr., Wichita 
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Ratzlaff, Ben D., Richfield 
Rauh, Charles, Hutchinson 
Rausch, Fred W., Jr., Topeka 
Raynolds, LeRoy W., Emporia 
Ready, Wendell, Wellington 
Redmon, John Eugene, Topeka 
Reeder, Robert A., Troy 

Rees, E. H., Emporia 

Rees, William L., — 
Reeves, Jean B., To 

Reid, J. T., Newton 

Relihan, A. W., Smith Center 
Relihan, T. D., Smith Center 
Relihan, Terry E., Smith Center 
Render, Richard A., Wichita 
Renn, R. J., Wellington 
Renner, Clarence E., Pratt 


Rewerts, G. E., 

Rexroad, James H., Hutchinson 
Reynolds, George S., Eureka 
Reynolds, H. Newlin, Hutchinson 
Rhoades, J. R., McPherson 

Rice, Carl V., Kansas City 

Rice, Claude L., Kansas City 
Rice, Ernest J., Topeka 

Rice, Raymond F., Lawrence 
Rich, Horace H., Coldwater 
Richey, Earle J., A.P.O. 843, New York, N.Y. 
Richey, R. K., Hutchinson 
Riegle, Wilford, Emporia 

Riggs, Harold R., Olathe 

Riggs, Samuel H., Liberal 
Rinehart, Oliver D., Paola 
Risley, Robert L., Lawrence 
Robb, Clair E., Topeka 

Robb, George A., Newton 
Robbins, Harry E., Jr., Wichita 
Robbins, R. O., Sedan 

Roberts, Duane, Hutchinson 
Roberts, H. S., Kansas City 
Roberts, Kay, Winfield 

Roberts, Lloyd S., Winfield 
Roberts, William L., Emporia 
+Robertson, Fred, Kansas City 
Robertson, Jeff A., Kansas City, Mo. 
Robinson, G. I., Ellinwood 
Robinson, Jim, Kansas City 
Robinson, John A., Hutchinson 
Robinson, William I., Wichita 
Rock, Richard R., Arkansas City 
Rockhill, Kenneth P., Eureka 
Rodkey, Clyde K., 

Rogers, F. M., Wellington 
Rogers, Gerald, Wellington 
Rogers, Richard D., Manhattan 
Rogers, Roy L., Wichita 
Rolston, Joe, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Romine, D. V., Abilene 
Rondelli, Charles J., Pittsburg 
Rooney, Charles, Topeka 
Rooney, Charles H., Topeka 
Roose, Stanley R., Tope! 

Root, Karl W., Atchison 
Rosecrans, V. J., Winfield 

Ross, Albert M., Kansas City 
Ross, Hal, Wichita 
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Ross, Tweed, Beloit 
Rossman, Topeka” G., Olathe 
Rost, F. J., To; 
Elser Me » Great Bend 
Roth, Robert J. Topeka 
Roth, Simon, Jr, Hays 
Rothfelder, Ernest W., Highland 
Roulier, Leon N., Colby 
Rowell, Byron T. ov Center 
Royce, John Q., Sali 
Royer, Paul H., Abilene 
Royer, Robert H., Abilene 
Rueb, Fred, St. Francis 
Rupar, Leo M., Leavenworth 
+Ruppenthal, J. C., Russell 
Ruppenthal, L. H., ” McPherson 
Rushfelt, Gerald 4% Lawrence 
Russell, = E., Wellington 
Russell, Edward F., Ulysses 
Russell, H. A., Topeka 
Russell, Marie, Topeka 


Russell, Marion George, Kansas City, Mo 


Russell, Robert E., Topeka 

Ryan, Wayne W., Clay Center 
Ryan, William B., Norton 
Sabatini, Frank C., Topeka 

Sage, Stephen S., Phillipsburg 
Sanborn, Keith, Wichita 

Sands, Donald G., Holton 
Sangster, Dick, Junction City 
Sargent, James W., Jr., Wichita 
Sargent, J. Wirth, Wichita 
Sattgast, E. E., Wichita 

Sawatzky, Gerald, Wichita 
Sayers, Wendell P., Denver, Colo. 
Schauf, Donald N., El Dorado 
Schell, Wm. F., Wichita 
Schermerhorn, Robert A., Junction City 
Schmidt, Paul W., Wichita 
Schnider, Charles S., Kansas City 
Schoeppel, Andrew, Wichita 
Schowengerdt, Mary, Topeka 
Schroeder, Alfred, Topeka 
Schroeder, Harold R., Topeka 
Schroeder, J. E., Kansas City 
Schroer, Gene E, Topeka 
Schumacher, Elmer J., Salina 
Schwartzkopf, E. A., Lacrosse 
Schweiter, Ted, Wichita 

Schwinn, Tom L., Wellington 
Schwinn, W. H., Wellington 
Scofield, Thomas M., Kansas City, Mo. 
Scott, C. Dean, Topeka 

Scott, Charles S., Topeka 

Scott, David H., Independence 
Scott, Elisha, Topeka 

Scott, George A., Topeka 

Scovel, Jay W., Independence 
Scovel, Robert K., Lawrence 
Scovel, Thomas R., Independence 
Sebelius, Keith G., Norton 
Seeber, John S., Wichita 

Seed, Thomas F., Wichita 
Sentney, Kenneth E., Hutchinson 
Setter, H. Jay, Wichita 

Shaffer, John H., Hutchinson 
Shaffer, William M., Frankfort 
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Shamberg, John E., Kansas City 
Shanahan, Glenn J., Wichita 
Shankel, Buford L., Fort Scott 
Shaw, Jim, Galena 

Shaw, Warren W., Topeka 
Shawver, Karl V., It. Paola 
Shay, Douglas E. Wichita 
*Shearer, Alan Kent, Ft. Polk, Louisiana 
Sheffer, Orville A., Wichita 
Shell, Gwinn G., Garnett 
Sheppeard, H. L., Clay Center 
Shields, Eugene tT. Dighton 
Shin ” Richard, To peka 

Shrack, Philip, Atchison 
Shrader, Harold D., Fort Leavenworth 
Shriver, Garner E., Wichita 
Shuart, John W., Topeka 
Shultz, Donald E., Dodge City 
Shultz, Russell, Wichita 

Shurtz, Earl B., Lawrence 

Shuss, J. Logan, Parsons 

Sias, Richard L., Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Siefkin, Robert M., Wichita 
Silks, Louis A., Jr., Merriam 
Silvers, Clem H., El Dorado 
Sinning, Harold, Holton 

Six, Fred, Topeka 

Sizemore, Herbert H., Newton 
Skinner, Joseph D., Clay Center 
Slavens, Dan L., Topeka 

Slechta, Don B., Russell 

Sloan, E. R., Topeka 

Sloan, Eldon, Topeka 

Sloan, F. A., Topeka 

Sloan, James W., Topeka 
Sloan, Ray C., Hoxie 

Slough, M. C., Lawrence 

Smith, Carl T., Wichita 

Smith, Donald C., Dodge City 
Smith, Eric E., Russell 

Smith, Francis L., Misson 
Smith, Glee S., Jr., Larned 
Smith, Hall, Topeka 

*Smith, Hall, Jr., Houston, Texas 
Smith, Harrison, Garden City 
Smith, Herman W., Jr., Parsons 
Smith, James E., Topeka 

Smith, Lewis C., Kansas City 
Smith, Lynn D., Minneapolis 
Smith, Lynn D., Jr., Topeka 
Smith, P. K., Wichita 

Smith, Paul V., Wichita 
*Smith, Robt. Moore, Jr., Wichita 
Smith, Stanford J., Wichita 
Smith, Walker W., El Dorado 
+Smith, Wm. A., Topeka 

Smyth, Tom, Ness City 

Snapp, Harvey J., Newton 
Snattinger, Irwin, Topeka 
Snyder, Arthur H., Hutchinson 
Snyder, Harry, Jr., Topeka 
Snyder, James N., Leavenworth 
Snyder, Nona E., Kansas City 
Somers, J. G., Newton 

Sondker, Ed H., Topeka 
Sorrick, Floyd D., Washington 
Sorrick, Jerry M., Topeka 
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Souders, Otto R., Wichita 
Southard, Warren, Topeka 
Southern, Robert E., Ellinwood 
Sowers, Clarence R., Wichita 
Sowers, Claude, Wichita 
Sowers, John, Wichita 

Sparks, Charles, Goodland 

Speer, Wilson E., Kansas City 
Speir, Kenneth G., Newton 
Spencer, C. A., Oakley 
Spencer, Corwin C., Oakley 
Spencer, James Wilson, Kansas City 
Spiegel, Dale A., Topeka 
Spradling, George C., Wichita 
Springer, Charles A., Lawrence 
Stadler, Robert, Humboldt 
Stahr, Don B., Wichita 

Stallard, Carl E., Kansas City, Mo. 
Stallard, Wayne M., Onaga 
Stallings, Don B., Caldwell 
Stallwitz, George, Wichita 
Stang, Johnny J., La Crosse 
*Stang, Roland B., Savanah, Ga. 
Stanley, A. J., Jr., Kansas City 
7Stanley, A. J., Sr., Lincoln 
Stanley, Geo. W., Arkansas City 
Stansbury, Olin, Jr., Topeka 
Staplin, George W., Wichita 
Stauffacher, C. R., Columbus 
Stavely, A. K., Lyndon 

Stavely, Richard W., Wichita 
Stearns, I. H., Wichita 

Steere, Myron, Ottawa 
Steerman, Everett E., Emporia 
Steinrauf, Harold L., Topeka 
Stephan, Robt. T., Wichita 
Stephens, Edward, Leavenworth 
Stephens, P. W., Neodesha 
Stevens, J. Clair, Hutchinson 
Stevens, Richard B., Lawrence 
Stevenson, J. Paul, Sterling 
Stewart, C. C., Lawrence 
Stewart, Charles, Grainfield 
Stewart, Charles H., Kingman 
Stewart, Donald W., Independence 
Stewart, Jack N., Salina 

Stewart, Kenneth P., Wichita 
Stice, John N., Wichita 
Stillings, Wm. E., Atchison 
Stinson, Dale B., Jr., Wichita 
Stites, John F., Manhattan 

Stites, O. R., Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Stites, O. R., Jr., Topeka 
Stockwell, Geo. L., Wichita 
Stockwell, Thomas W., Mission 
Stokes, Wm. B., Topeka 

Stone, J. Rodney, Newton 
Stoops, D. J., Topeka 

Stough, Chas. D., Lawrence 
Stover, Gerald C., Colby 
Stowell, William, Phillipsburg 
Strahan, Wm. H., Troy 

Stratton, Thomas A., Kansas City 
Strayer, Bernard B., Overland Park 
Strobel, Russell L., Larned 
Stroberg, Vernon A., Newton 
Strong, Floyd D., Topeka 


*Members in Service 





+tRetired Members 





The JOURNAL 


Stryker, Joseph M., New York, N. Y. 
Stubbs, H. W., Ulysses 

Stucky, Dale, Wichita 

Studley, Donald C., Wilmington, Del. 
Stueckemann, Walter F., Jetmore 
Stumbo, Walter G., Topeka 
Sturm, Sam H., Newton 

Sullivan, James E., Wamego 
Sullivan, Jay H., Emporia 
Sullivan, W. C., Phillipsburg 
Sullivant, J. Milton, Kansas City 
Summers, Jack L., Topeka 
Swearer, Wm. B., Hutchinson 
Swinehart, Joe H., Kansas City 
Sybrant, George E., Arkansas City 
Symns, Arthur T., Hutchinson 
Tack, James D., Liberal 

Taggart, Thomas H., Goodland 
Talkington, Robert V., Iola 
Tarwater, Kathryn, Howard 
Taylor, Frank W., Iola 

Taylor, J. Edward, Jr., Wichita 
Taylor, James E., Sharon Springs 
Taylor, Sally G., Lawrence 

Teall, Rupert, Wichita 

Teeple, George, Mankato 
Tegarden, Victor H., Libera! 
Templar, George, Arkansas City 
Templar, Ted, Arkansas City 
Terbovich, Samuel M., Kansas City 
Terflinger, Curtis D., Wichita 
Terrill, James S., Syracuse 

Theis, Frank G., Arkansas City 
}Thiele, Walter G., Topeka 
Thiessen, Patrick H., Hutchinson 
Thiessen, Robert A., Wichita 
Thomas, Anthony S., Jr., Kansas City 
Thomas, George W., Kansas City 
Thomas, Leonard O., Kansas Citv 
Thompson, Charles, Alexandria, Va. 
Thompson, Frank H., Kansas City 
Thompson, Marvin E., Russell 
Thompson, R. H., Gove 
Thompson, W. K., Topeka 
Thompson, William P., Wichita 
Thorne, Ralph, Hutchinson 
Tickel, Lou, Salina 

Tiffany, George E., Jr., Wichita 
Tillotson, Stephen A., Topeka 
Timmerman, Lewin E., Wichita 
Timmerman, Wm. P., Wichita 
Tinder, Ray H., Wichita 

Tinker, Donald C., Jr., Wichita 
Tinker, William, Wichita 
Toland, Stanley E., Iola 
Tompkins, Harry M., Council Grove 
Tongier, Glen L., Coffeyville 
Tontz, Daniel D., Wichita 
Townsend, John William, Topeka 
Trapp, Eunice O., Overland Park 
Travis, Kenneth D., Salina 
Treadway, W. E., Topeka 

Trego, Robert E., Concordia 
Trued, Martin F., Tribune 
Tucker, Clark E., Kansas City 
Turkington, Robt. S., McCune 
Turner, Arthur N., Newton 
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Turner, Lee, Great Bend 

Turney, Robert R., Topeka 

Tuttle, Roger L., Jackson, Miss. 
Tyner, Dorothy D., Anchorage, Alaska 
Unruh, Milo M., Wichita 

Upp, Robt. E., Hutchinson 

Van Bebber, George, Troy 

Vance, Bert J., Garden City 

Vance, Charles, Liberal 

Van Cleave, Thomas M., Kansas City 
Van Cleave, Tom, Jr., Kansas City 
Van De Mark, M. V. B., Concordia 
Van de Smissen, Betty, lowa City, Ia. 
Van Natta, Henry H., Belleville 
Van Slyck, Willard N., Jr., Topeka 
Vaughan, Lee, Kansas City 

Veale, Tinkham, Topeka 

Veeder, Kirke C., Independence 
Vernon, W. H., Larned 

Vernon, William H., Jr., Santa Fe, N. M. 
Vickers, Ernest N., Toveka 

Vieux, Ernest M., Meade 

Vieux, Fred R., Augusta 
Villepigue, E. P., Wichita 

Vinette, Darrel H., Howard 
Vosburgh, Donald C., Fredonia 
Voss, George, Dallas, Texas 
Waggener, B. P., Atchinson 
Wagner, Orlin L., Wichita 
Wagner, William, WaKeeney 
Wagstaff, George D., Topeka 
Walker, D. Arthur, Arkansas City 
Walker, Lawrence M., Pittsburg 
Walker, Robert E. Lee, Wichita 
Wall, John M., Sedan 

Wallace, Clark A., Kingman 
Wallace, Dwight S., Wichita 
Wallace, James W., Scott City 
Walsh, Charles A., Concordia 
Ward, Paul, Hays 

Wark, George H., Caney 

Warner, Leroy, Wichita 

Warner, Raymond R., Melvern 
Warnick, P. J., Wichita 

Warren, Jessie Nye, Newton 
Washington, Herschel L., Leoti 
Wasinger, Fredolin F., Hays 
Wasson, Roy H., Wichita 

Watson, D. E., Salina 

Watson, Paul B., Jetmore 

Waugh, Charles W., Eskridge 
Waugh, James D., Topeka 

Waugh, William K., Jr., Eskridge 
Weary, Robert K., Junction City 
Weary, U. S., Junction City 
Weatherford, Reuben E., Jr., Independence 
Webb, Robert L., Topeka 

Webb, Simeon, Pittsburg 
Webber, Edw. J., Topeka 

Webber, Robt. B., Topeka 

Weber, Vernon W., LaCrosse 
Weckel, John, Salina 

Wedel, Reford J., Arlington, Va. 
+Wedell, Hugo T., Wichita 
Weeks, John C., Topeka 

Weeks, Lee E., Kansas City 
Weigand, Lawrence, Wichita 


*Membérs ‘ini Service 


+Retired Members 


Weil, Edward, Wichita 
Weinlood, Abraham, Hutchinson 
Weir, B. W., Pittsburg 
Weiskirch, Armin, Wichita 
tWelch, J. N., Boston, Mass. 
Wells, Georgia E., Lyons 

Wells, H. Kip, Kansas City 
Wells, Samuel Jay, Kansas City 
Weltmer, L. E., Mankato 
Weltmer, L. M., Mankato 
Weltmer, Roderick E., Mankato 
Wendelken, Clyde, Wichita 
Wenzel, John H., Wichita 
Wertz, William J., Topeka 
Wesley, W. P., Ulysses 

West, Duane E., Garden City 
Westerhaus, Edwin G., Marion 
Wetmore, Waldo B., Wichita 
Wetta, Leo R., Wichita 

Werzel, Eugene G., Prairie Village 
Wetzel, Lawrence J., Wichita 
Whealan, John T., Arlington, Va. 
Wheat, James E., Kansas City 
Wheat, O. M., Medicine Lodge 
Wheeler, David W., Marion 
Wheeler, David W., Newton 
Wheeler, Edwin M., Topeka 
Wheeler, James A., Olathe 
Wheeler, John E., Marion 
White, Donald L., Ottawa 
White, Doyle E., Arkansas City 
White, Edgar W., Elkhart 
White, Eugene A., Hutchinson 
White, Paul H., Wichita 

White, Robert L., Pittsbur, 
Whittaker, C. C., Jr., Eure 
Widder, Willard Graves, Kansas City 
Wiegers, Edward F., Marysville 
Wilbert, Paul L., Pittsburg 
Wildgen, Maurice A., Larned 
Wiles, A. J., Hays 

Wiles, Harry G., St. John 
Wilke, W. Kenneth, Topeka 
Wilkinson, John E., Lawrence 
Willems, P. H., McPherson 
Williams, Al F., Topeka 
Williams, Arch L., Wichita 
Williams, James A., Dodge City 
Williams, Odd, Lawrence 
Williams, Roy E., Kingman 
Williamson, Blake A., Kansas City 
Willoughby, Keith R., Colby 
Wilson, David J., Meade 
Wilson, E. Victor, Hutchinson 
Wilson, Henry P. J., Hutchinson 
Wilson, J. Herb, Salina 
Wilson, J. Robert, Manhattan 
Wilson, J. Robert, Topeka 
Wilson, Jerome K, Kinsley 
Windscheffel, Arno, Smith Center 
Wingerson, George C., Hill City 
Winkler, Wendell, Paola 
Winn, James G., Topeka 
Winter, Winton, Ottawa 
Wisdom, Stanley E., Wichita 
Witterman, Oliver A., Wichita 
Woleslagel, Frederick, Lyons 
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Wolf, Paul A., Hugoton 
Wolfe, Wallace T., Oberlin 
Wood, John William, Liberal 
Wood, Maxine Walker, Liberal 
Wood, Thomas A., Wichita 
Woodard, Ambrose, Wichita 
Woodard, A. Price, Wichita 
Woods, Bert L., Garnett 
Woods, Thomas E., Wichita 
Woodson, Bryan, Hutchinson 
Woodward, H. Pauline, El Dorado 
Woodward, R. C., El Dorado 
Wooley, John B., Wichita 
Wormhoudt, Gerritt, Wichita 
Wright, Earle N., Arkansas City 
Wright, Morgan, "Larned 
Wunsch, Paul R., Kingman 
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Wyman, Don, Hutchinson 
Wyman, Max, Hutchinson 
Yarnevich, Ernest, Kansas City 
Yendes, Doris Mae, Kansas City 
Yohe, D. Spencer, Mission 
Youngberg, Myrtle, Anthony 
rount, Oscar M., Galena 
Yoxall, James R., Liberal 
Zacharias, Milton, Wichita 
Zelinkoff, Harold A., Wichita 
Ziegelmeyer, John, Kansas City 
Ziegler, Carl E., Coffeyville 
Ziegler, Wayne L., Mission 
Zimmer, Harold, Lakewood, Colo. 
Zimmerman, C., Wichita 
Zimmerman, Julian H., Wichita 
Zuspann, Eugene P., Goodland 


We adhere to the Statement of 
Principles governing the conduct 
of trust bankers as approved 

by The Bar Association of the 
State of Kansas. 





COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
6th.and Minnesota 


Kansas City, Kansas _ 





